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POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE

PRELIMINARY ASSESSMENT
02-8710-73-PA
Rev.No.0
Crouse-Hinds ___NYD980641526
Site Name EPA Site ID Number
Wolf and Seventh North Street 02-8710-73
Address ' TDD Number

Date of Site Visit: November 11, 1987

SITE DESCRIPTION

The Crouse-Hinds Site consists of two landfills associated with an active electrical construction
materials plant owned by Cooper Industries. The area surrounding the plant consists primarily
of wetlands which have extensively been used as landfills. The North Landfill is bounded by Ley
Creek to the north and west, Conrail to the east and Seventh North Street to the south. The
South Landfill is bounded by Ley Creek to the west and south, Conrail to the east, and Seventh
North Street to the north.

The South Landfill, located south of Seventh North Street in Syracuse, New York, has been
inactive since 1969. The 15-acre landfill was used to dispose of both municipal and industrial
wastes. The North Landfill, located north of Seventh North Street, is still active and has been
predominantly used for industrial wastes. Solid wastes, which are currently deposited in the
North Landfill, are restricted to nontoxic, nonhazardous, nonputrescible waste. The wastes are
generated from the foundries (sand, cupola waste, core butts, floor sweepings, scrap metal and
metal products), the factory (used Speedi-Dry, floor sweepings, buffing and polishing residue,
and small quantities of scrap lumber), and the Plastics Department (solid inert plastic waste).

(Continued)

PRIORITY FOR FURTHER ACTION: High  Medium __ NoFurther Action X
RECOMMENDATIONS

it is recommended that no further action be taken since there is no current threat to the
environment or the public and the NYSDEC is currently monitoring the site.

Prepared by: john A. Ducar ' Date: 12/03/87
of NUS Corporation :



02-8710-73-PA
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ATTACHMENT
POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE
PRELIMINARY ASSESSMENT
SITE DESCRIPTION
(CONTINUED)

Extensive monitoring of the North Landfill has determined that low levels of phenols, cyanides,
benzene, toluene, and xylene are leaching into the groundwater. Monitoring at the South
Landfill has detected low levels of cyanide.

The NYSDEC has done extensive work on the site: a preliminary assessment along with a site
inspection/HRS report have been completed. The HRS score calculated by the NYSDEC was Sy =
7.71. The site has been classified as Class Il by the NYSDEC, meaning it does not present a
significant threat to the public health or environment and action may be deferred. The site will
be further evaluated to determine what action, if any, will be necessary by the NYSDEC.

Crouse-Hinds contractars are currently sampling the landfills quarterly and reporting the results
to the NYSDEC.



POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE I. IDENTIFICATION

E PA PRELIMINARY ASSESSMENT

PART 1 - SITE LOCATION AND INSPECTION INFORMATION | ©' STATE [023!TE NUMBER

NY D980641526
01 SITE NAME (Legal, common, or descriptive name of site) o2 STREET, ROUTE NO., ORSPECIFIC LOCATION IDENTIFIER
Crouse-Hinds Wolf and Seventh North Street
03 CTY : 04 STATE | 05Z!P CODE 06 COUNTY 07 COUNTY | 08 CONG
CODE DIST
Syracuse NY 13221 Onondaga 67 27
09 COORDINATES
LATITUDE LONGITUDE
43004'58"N _16°10°13" W

10 DIRECTIONS TO SITE (Starting from nearest public road)

New York Thruway to Exit 36, south on Route 81 to Seventh North Street Exit, make a left, site is located on corner of Seventh North Street and Wolf Street.

lil. RESPONSIBLE PARTIES

01 OWNER (if known) 02 STREET (Business, mailing, residential)
Cooper Industries First City Tower, Suite 4000
03 aTY QASTATE |05ZIPCODE 06 TELEPHONE NUMBER
Houston ™ 77001 (713) 739-3400
07 OPERATOR (if known and different from owner) - 08 STREET (8usiness, mailing, residential)
Crouse-Hinds Woif and Seventh North Street
09 CITY 04 STATE | 112ZIP CODE 12 TELEPHONE NUMBER
Syracuse NY 13221 (315)477-5373
13. TYPE OF OWNERSHIP (Check one)
x A.PRIVATE _ B.FEDERAL: _ C.STATE - _ D.COUNTY - E. MUNICIPAL
(Agency name)
_F. OTHER: _ G. UNKNOWN
(Specify)
14 OWNER/OPERATOR NOTIFICATION ON FILE (Check all that apply)
_ A_RCRA 3001 DATE RECEIVED: _ B.UNCONTROLLED WASTE SITE (cercra 103 DATE RECEIVED: xC. NONE
MONTH DAY YEAR ‘ MONTH DAY YEAR
V. CHARACTERIZATION OF POTENTIAL HAZARD
01.0ON SITE INSPECTION BY (Check all that apply)
x YES DATE: 04/26/83 _ A.EPA _ B.EPACONTRACTOR x C.STATE x D.OTHER CONTRACTOR
MONTH DAY YEAR _ E.LOCALHEALTH OFFICIAL _ F.OTHER:
_NO (Specify)
' CONTRACTOR NAME(S): Engineering-Sciences inc. Dames & Moore
02 SITE STATUS (Check one) 03 YEARS OF OPERATION 19505 /5till Active (North Landfiil)
x A.ACTIVE x B.INACTIVE _ C.UNKNOWN 1950s 11969 (South Landfill) _ UNKNOWN
BEGINNING YEAR ENDING YEAR

04 DESCRIPTION OF SUBSTANCES POSSIBLY PRESENT, KNOWN, OR ALLEGED
Tive South Landfill is inactive and was used to dispose of both municipal and industnal wastes. The North Landfill is active and is predominantly used for  (See Attachment A))

05 DESCRIPTION OF POTENTIAL HAZARD TO ENVIRONMENT AND/OR POPULATION
Potential exists for leaching of wastes into Ley Creek, iccated 0.11 mile from the site. Both landfills are located near wetlands. Groun&water sampling indicates (See Attachment A)

V. PRIORITY ASSESSMENT

01 PRIORITY FOR INSPECTION (Check one. If high ar medium is checked, complete Part 2 - Waste information and Part 3 - Description of Hazardous Conditions and Incidents)

_ A HIGH .. B.MEDIUM _C.Low x D.NONE
(Inspection required promptly) (Inspection required) (Inspect on time available basis) (No further action needed, complete current disposition form)
VI. INFORMATION AVAILABLE FROM
01 CONTACT 02 OF (agency/Organization) . 08 TELEPHONE NUMBER
Diana Messina U.S. EPA, Region 2, Edison, New Jersey . {201) 321-6776
04 PERSON RESPONSIBLE FOR SITE INSPECTION FORM{05 AGENCY 06 ORGANIZATION |07 TELEPHONE NUMBER 08 DATE
John A. Ducar U.S. EPA NUS Corp., FIT2 (201) 225-6160 12/03/87

CONFORMS WITH EPA FORM 2070-12 (7-81)




02-8710-73-PA
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ATTACHMENT A
POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE

PRELIMINARY ASSESSMENT
PART 1 - SITE INFORMATION AND ASSESSMENT '

04 DESCRIPTION OF SUBSTANCES POSSIBLY PRESENT, KNOWN, OR ALLEGED

industrial waste. Phenols, cyanides, benzene, toluene, and xylene have been detected in the groundwater at the North Landfill.

05 DESCRIPTION OF POTENTIAL HAZARD TO ENVIRONMENT AND/OR POPULATION

low levels of contaminants.



POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE

I. IDENTIFICATION
EPA _PRELIMINARY ASSESSMENT PPy F———
PART 2 - WASTE INFORMATION
NY 0980641526
Il. WASTE STATES, QUANTITIES, AND CHARACTERISTICS
01 PHYSICAL STATES (Check all that apply) 02 WASTE QUANTITY AT SITE 03 WASTE CHARACTERISTICS (Check all that apply)
(Measures of waste quantities
x A.SOLID E. SLURRY must be independent) X A-TOXIC — B SOLUBLE — |- MIGHLY VOLATIE
_ B.POWDER, FINES x F.LIQUID __ B.CORROSIVE __ F.INFECTIOUS _ LEXPLOSIVE
x C.SLUDGE _ G.GAS
TONS __ CRADIOACTIVE  _G.FLAMMABLE __ K.REACTIVE
— D.OTHER CUBIC YARDS Unknown X D. PERSISTENT __ H.IGNITABLE L. INCOMPATIBLE
(SPECIFY) NO. OF DRUMS !
__ M.NOT APPLICABLE
. WASTE TYPE
CATEGORY SUBSTANCE NAME 01 GROSS AMOUNT | 02 UNIT OF MEASURE | 03 COMMENTS
SLU SLUDGE 60 {s/week Zing Hydroxide (1974-80)
OoLwW OILY WASTE
SOL SOLVENTS 100 gal/mo Styrene Resin and Solvent
e
PSD PESTICIDES
occC OTHER ORGANIC CHEMICALS 300 lbs/day Plastic Waste {cyanide and phenpis)
10C INORGANIC CHEMICALS
ACD ACIDS
BAS BASES
MES HEAVY METALS 40 Foundry Sand
IV. HAZARDOUS SUBSTANCES (See Appendix for most frequently cited CAS Numbars)
01 CATEGORY | 02 SUBSTANCE NAME | 03 CAS NUMBER ' TRAT 06 MEASURE OF
04 STORAGE/DISPOSAL METHOD| 05 CONCENTRATION CONCENTRATION
occ Phenol 108-95-2 Landfill 0.26 apm
MES Cyanide 57125 Landfilt 0.032 ppm
MES Zinc 7440-66-6 ﬁ‘dﬁ'" o 048 ~ W ppm™
MEs Cadium 7440-43-9 Landfiit it 0.005 pOm™
; —
MES Chromium 7440-47-3 Landfill 0.02 opm
SOL Benzene 71-43-2 Landfill ) 220 ppb
occ Toluere 108-88-3 Landil 33 S
See Attachment B
V. FEEDSTOCKS (see Appendix for CAS Numbers)
CATEGORY 01 FEEDSTOCK NAME 02 CAS NUMBER CATEGORY 01 FEEDSTOCK NAME 02 CAS NUMBER
FDS Toluene 108-88-3 FDS
FDS FDS
FDS FDSv
FDS FDS
V1. SOURCES OF INFORMATION (Cite specific referancas, a.g. state files, sample dnalysis, reports)
New York State Department of Environmental Conservation, Liverpool office. BT




IV. HAZARDOQUS SUBSTANCES

01 CATEGORY 02 SUBSTANCE NAME
ocC Chloroform
occ Xylene
MES Manganese
=
=

ATTACHMENT B

POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE slTE

PRELIMINARY ASSESSMENT
PART 2 - WASTE INFORMATION
{(CONT'D)
03 CAS NUMBER 04 STORAGE/ 05 CONCENTRATION
DiSPOSAL
METHOD
67-6603 Landfill -
1330-20-7 tandfill 136
7439-96-5 Landfill 0.038
Y

02-8710-73-PA
Rev. No. 0

06 MEASURE OF
CONCENTRATION

§

§



POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE 1. IDENTIFICATION

Ep A PRELIMINARY ASSESSMENT 01STATE |02 SITE NUMBER
PART 3 - DESCRIPTION OF HAZARDOUS CONDITIONS AND INCIDENTS

NY 0980641526

. HAZARDOQUS CONDITIONS AND INCIDENTS

01 x A. GROUNDWATER CONTAMINATION 02 x OBSERVED (DATE:
03 POPULATION PQTENTIALLY AFFECTED: 0 04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION

There is observed contamination of the groundwater under the North Landfill according to the NYSDEC. The groundwater in the area is not used for drinking or any other
purposes. Groundwater samples taken from the North Landfitl have shown low levels of phenols and cyanides.

_ POTENTIAL _ ALLEGED

01 x B.SURFACE WATER CONTAMINATION D2 x CBSERVED (DATE: 6/83 ) _ POTENTIAL ALLEGED
03 POPULATION POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: 9 04 ﬁARRATlVE DESCRIPTION -

There is observed contamination of Ley Creek with low levels of heavy metals and PCBs. It cannot, however, be attributed directly to the Crouse-Hinds piant, accarding to the
NYSDEC. The creek borders the north and west boundaries of the North Landfill. The creek is not used for drinking water, irrigation, or recreational purposes.

01 _ C.CONTAMINATION OF AIR 02 _ OBSERVED (DATE: )
03 POPULATION POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: 04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION — POTENTIAL  _ ALLEGED

There is no potential for contamination of the air from wastes buried on the site. There have been o known past air contamination problems at the site. Wastes deposited at the
site are mainly inorganic. The landfill has a surtable cover.

01 _ D. FIRE/EXPLOSIVE CONDITIONS 02 _ OBSERVED (DATE: )
03 POPULATION POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: ___ 04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION

There is no potential for firerexplosive conditions due to wastes buried on the site. Wastes are mainly solids and sludge.

_ POTENTIAL _ ALLEGED

01 _ E. DIRECT CONTACT , 02 _ OBSERVED (DATE: )  _POTENTIAL _ ALLEGED
03 POPULATION POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: 04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION =

There is no potential for direct contact since the landfills are patrolied and access is limited. The tandfill is covered.

01 x F.CONTAMINATION OF SOIL 02 x OBSERVED (DATE: 06/24/81__) POTENTIAL ALLEGED
03 AREA POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: 21 04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION - -
(Acres)
There is potential for soil contamination from wastes buried on the site at the North Landfill. Crouse-Hinds’ contractors have found slightly elevated levels of zinc and tead in soil
borings at the North Landfifl. ]
01 _ G.DRINKING WATER CONTAMINATION 02 _ OBSERVED (DATE: ) _ POTENTIAL _ ALLEGED
03 POPULATION POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: 04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION :

There is no potentiat for drinking water contamination. The nearest surface water intakes are in Lake Ontario, well outside the 3-mile radius of the site.

01 _ H. WORKER EXPOSURE/INJURY 02 _ OBSERVED (DATE: ) _ POTENTIAL . ALLEGED
03 WORKERS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: 04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION -

There is no real threat to workers for exposure or injury from wastes buried on the site. The landfills are covered.

01 _ | POPULATION EXPOSURE/INJURY 02 _ OBSERVED (DATE: ) _ POTENTIAL _ ALLEGED
03 POPULATION POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: 04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION -

There 1s no threat to the population at the present time from wastes buried at the site.

CONFORMS WITH EPA FORM 2070-12 (7-81)
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POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE I. IDENTIFICATION
EPA PRELIMINARY ASSESSMENT Serare | 0ZSTE NUMBER
PART 3 - DESCRIPTION OF HAZARDOUS CONDITIONS AND INCIDENTS Ny 0980641526
1. HAZARDOUS CONDITIONS AND INCIDENTS (CONTINUED)
01 x J. DAMAGE TO FLORA 02 _ OBSERVED (DATE: )  x POTENTIAL _ ALLEGED
04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION - ( -
There is potential for damage to flora, since the landfills are located near wetlands and there is a possibility of leaching.
01 x K. DAMAGE TO FAUNA 02 _ OBSERVED (DATE: )  x POTENTIAL _ ALLEGED

04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION (include name(s) of species)

There is potential for damage to fauna, if the water in Ley Creek were to be consumed. There are no endangered species with 2 1-mile radius of the site. The surrounding area is
urban.

01 x L.CONTAMINATION QF FOOD CHAIN
04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION

There is potential for contamination of the food chain in Ley Creek, but the creek is not suitable for fishing and Is not used for any other food source purposes. Ley Creek is not
used for irrigation.

02 _ OBSERVED (DATE: ) x POTENTIAL _ ALLEGED

(Spills, Runoff, Standing liquids, Leaking drums) - OATE: ) % POTENTIAL . ALLEGED
03 POPULATION POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: . 04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION

There is potential for unstable containment of wastes since the landfills are not lined and are uncontained.

01 x N.DAMAGE TO OFF-SITE PROPERTY 02 _ OBSERVED (DATE: ) x POTENTIAL _ ALLEGED
04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION -

There is potential that contaminants may leach into Ley Creek. However, Ley Creek is already listed on the NYSDEC registry as a contaminated surface water. Ley Creek drains into
Onondaga Lake which is also confirmed contaminated.

01 __ O.CONTAMINATION OF SEWERS, STORM DRAINS, WWTPs .
04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION 02 _ OBSERVED (DATE: ) _. POTENTIAL _ ALLEGED

There are no sewers or storm drains on or near the landfills.

01 _ P.ILLEGAL/UNAUTHQRIZED DUMPING
04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION

There has been no known or suspected illegal/unauthorized dumping at the site. Access to the landfills is limited and they are patrolied.

02 _OBSERVED (DATE: ) __ POTENTIAL _ ALLEGED

05 DESCRIPTION OF ANY OTHER KNOWN, POTENTIAL, OR ALLEGED HAZARDS

None

. TOTAL POPULATION POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: unknown

V. COMMENTS

The New York State Department of Environmentai Conservation is currently undertaking monitoring of the site,

V. SOURCES OF INFORMATION (Cite specific rafarances, o.g. state files, sample analysis, reports)

New York State Department of Environmental Conservation Files, Liverpool office,
NUS Corporation, off-site reconnaissance, 11/11/87.
U.S. Department of the Interior, Geological Survey Topographic Map, 7.5 minute series, Syracuse West, New York 1978,

CONFORMS WITH EPA FORM 2070-12 (7-81)
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CROUSE-HINDS
SYRACUSE, NEW YORK

TDD NO. 02-8710-73

NOVEMBER 11, 1987
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Photo Number

1-p

2-p
3-P

4-p
5-P
6-P

CROUSE-HINDS
SYRACUSE, NEW YORK
02-8710-73
NOVEMBER 11, 1987

ALL PHOTOS TAKEN BY JOE GEBLER

Description

View of Crouse-Hinds plant with Conrail overpass
in the foreground.

View of gate for South Landfill area.

View of apparent piezometers, on the edge of
the North Landfill, drainage ditch in the foreground.

View of gate to North Landfill.

VYiew of edge of North Landfill near Seventh North Street.

View of Ley Creek, facing North.

' 02-8710-73-PA

Rev. No. 0

Time

0900

0901
0902

0903
0904
0915



02-8710-73-PA
Rev. No. O

\
3 WY/ =

oy
B
=

o -

", T

1-P November 11, 1987 0900
View of Crouse-Hinds plant with Conrail overpass in the
foreground.

2-P November 11, 1987 0901
View of gate for South Landfill area.




3-P

November 11, 1987 0902
View of what looks to be piezometers, on the edge of
the North Landfill, drainage ditch in the foreground.

November 11, 1987 0903
View of gate to North Landfill.

02-8710-73-P
Rev. No. 0O




5-P

6-P

CROUSE-HINDS, SYRACUSE, NEW YORK

November 11, 1987 0904
View of edge of North Landfill near Seventh North Street.

November 11, 1987 0915
View of Ley Creek, facing North.

02-8710-73-PA
Rev. No. O
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New York State Department of Environmentali Conservation
MEMORANDUN

Charles Branagh, Region 7
Cheruvu Sastry, Bureau of Waste Disposal
Crouse-Hinds Co. North Landfill Site, Town of Salina (Onondaga County)

April 28, 1981

Subsequent to my review of the above referenced facility (Memo
from Sastry to Branagh, 4/23/81), I gathered some additional information
about flood hazard aspects of the site. The attached sheet is a copy of
the preliminary Flood Hazard Boundary Map (F.H.B.M.) prepared by F. E M.A.
which will be used by Salina Town to revise their zoning maps.
document indicates that about 90 percent of the landfill area is mmdated
by the base flood.

The F.E.M.A. Report also indicates that the base flood elevation
of Ley Creek at the 7th North Street Crossing is about 374.5¢ (N.G.V.D.).
This information suggests that the facility may not satisfy RCRA Criteria
for floodplain. I strongly recommend that the applicant be. required to
modify the design to prevent encroachment of flood waters.

Attachment

cc: ] L. Gross, Region 7
"E. Barcomb

-CLS:mmw
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‘April 14, 1983

c¢c: Mre. Branagh

egion 7, Eanvirvnmencal Quality Uffice
;431 Henry Clay DBoulevard
Liverpool, aY  13uss

HEHBX G. UILLIN
. Tiwothy W. 3tune COMAISSIONER
Hanayger

Facilitlus Eaglusering and Building Services Dept.
Croude-ilizds Cougauy

Wolf ang Cavecth North Straeets

P. 0. Box &52°

Syracuse, MY 13221

Laar dr. Stune:

This is in respouse tu ycur letter o2Z larek 23, 1933.

‘The eoncern for heavy mectals contamination of the groundwatsr in the area of yous'_

Beveuta Lorth Street landfill stews frum your report of March 5, 1931, aentitled
Solid Waste anapewsnt Fgcility Report - North Landfill Site which I believe was

-~ - Part 360 and also sddress the in-placs toxic conesrns raised by previous landfill

the first report doma for your Part 360 application to operate the North laendfill
sita, I also refer you to a memo from lix. Dennie Wolterdicg dated Jamuary 15, 1982,
concerning your 360 application in particular the top paragreph on page 6 diseussing
the sample analyeis from the llareh 3, 1981, rapozt.

Even though there have been additionsl sawples not showing lead contamination we nead

a comprehensive report and study of issues raised by dNp. Wolterding's previous memo.

Crouse-Binda should be working in the direction of satisfying the aforementioned concerns

and the studias should be cowprehensive enough to eover the landfill criterias of

operations at this eite. All of the hydrogeologic conaiderations and characterigations
&s desgribed im Mr. Wolterding's memo beginning om page 2 sre of eritical importance

in determining the hazardous nature of any materiale formerly placed in the landfill

and possible ancu to the surrounding environmeat. The ocutcome of any report should

avaluate the impact on the surrounding environmant and if necesssry propose remsdiation

medsuras to alleviate or in some way mitigate those impacts.

We understand yocur concerns about being listed on ehe State Superfund list. That lise
includes sites that we may have some suspicions of hasardous wastes being present and

at this point aze umcertain. Further mventiga:ion is necsesary to verify vhether a
problem exists. If an ueepubl.e investigation is completed verifying no yroblom,

we would than gecommend removing you froam the lisc. T

.1 hope this explains why cxouu-nimdo is scill listed and I urge you te conduct tha

necessary investigations to bring this mstter to a comelusiem.

Very truly yours,

‘s, P.KE.
tineer for Environmantsal Quality
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CROUSE-~-HINDS COMPANY

Wolf and 7th North Streets Plant

SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT FACILITY REPORT

1981

NORTH LANDFILL SITE

Facilities Engineering &
Services Department
Electrical Construction
Materials Division
Syracuse, New York
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1.

INTRODUCTION

1.1

1.2

Surmmar

This report fulfills the engineering report reguire-
ments of the New York State Department of Environmental
Conservation, Part 360 (6 NYCRR, part 360) pernit
application for operation of a solid waste management
facility.

Information on the location and operation of the existing
Crouse-Hinds Company, North Landfill is provided and the

cost effectiveness of continued use of the North Landfill
is demonstrated.

The estimated remaining useful life of the landfill has
been projected to 1996. This estimate is based upon
current plant operations

Purpose of Report

This report was prepared to satisfy the design plans and-

report requirements of the New York State Department of

Environmental Conservation, Part 360 (6 NYCRR, Part 360)

permit application for Operation of a Solid Waste Manage-

ment Facility.

The permit application is for the existing North Landfill

facility operated by the Construction Materials Products
Division of the Crouse-Hinds Company.
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2. MNORTH LANDFILL SOLTD WASTE MANAGEMENT FACILITY

2.1

Site Description

The North Landfill includes an area of approximately
twenty one acres. It is located in the Ley Creek drain-
age basin which is tributary to Onondaga Lake. The
landfill is located in a 100 year storm flood plain.

The landfill is situated in the Town of Salina, Onondaga
County, and is zoned for industrial use. It is bounded

on the northwest, north, and northeast by East Plaza,Inc.
property; on the southeast by a Conrail right-of-way; and

on the southwest by Seventh North Street. See Map 2 in
Appendix 3.

Sub-surface soils are predominately Carlisle Muck; a
deep, very poorly drained, level muck soil that is
saturated with water. Depth to bedrock is approximately

. 100 feet.

Fill, varying in depth from five to twelve feet, has been

deposited on approximately one half of the landfill area.

The remainder of the area is native soil, and is predomin-
antly a wetland. '

A wood frame garage for equipment storage is located in
the northeast corner of the site.

Fire protection is provided by an on-site fire hydrant
centrally located on the north half of the landfill. See
Map 3 in Appendix 3.
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2. North Landfill Solid Waste “anagement Facility = continucd

2.1

Three ground water monitoring wells were drilled in late
1980 and early 1981, at widely separate locations on the
landfill. Grab samples were taken from the wells and

analyzed by an outside consultant.

Loy Creek was sampled at four locatlions, starting at a
point upstream of the North Landfill, and proceeding
downstream to a point below the landfill.

Results from the laboratory analysis of the above samples
are presented in Appendix 2. The approxinate locations
of the monitoring wells and the creek sampling points
are shown on Map 2 in Appendix 3.

Facility Operation

The North Landfill property was purchased in four parcels.
The largest parcel was purchased in 1923, and the remain-
der in 1961, 1965, and 1972.

Solid waste was first deposited on the landfill in the mid-
_1950'3, and it continued to receive small quantities of
loose fill-type solid waste until 1972. By 1972, approx-
imately 25% of the landfill area had been filled to a depth
of five feet above the existing elevation of 365.0 (USGS) .

In 1972, Crouse-Hinds management decided to use the North
Landfill for all non-putrescible solid waste. Major
quantities of solid waste were deposited on the landfill
in 1972, and this egfort has been coﬁtinued to date. The
annual quantity of wolid waste dumped has remained about
the same over the 8 year period since 1972.

The solid waste consisted of material such as foundry sand,
floor sweepings, core butts, metal scrap, used speedi-dry,
metal buffing and polishing residue, scrap lumber, zinc
hydroxide sludge, and waste paper and cardboard.

P T



2. North Landfill Solid waste Management Facility - continued

2.

o)

-

Solid waste, which is currently deposited on the North
Landfill, is generated in the Iron Foundry, Non-Ferrous
Foundry, Factory, and Plastics Department. The solid
waste is restricted to non-toxic, non-hazardous, non-
putrescible waste. Solid waste from the foundries
includes sand, cupola waste, core butts, floor sweepings,
scrap metal, and metal products that have not been recovered.
Factory solid waste includes used speedi-dry, floor sweep-
ings, buffing and polishing residue, and small quantities
of scrap lumber. Plastic waste from the Plastics Department
is limited to solid inert plastic waste.

All putrescible waste and waste paper is collected separ-

~ately, and hauled to an Onondaga County Solid Waste Dis-

posal Authority requlated waste management facility.

The Federal Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA)
regulations were promulgated in May 1980. These regulations
established the criteria for determining hazardous solid
waste and the methods for handling and disposing of the
designated hazardous waste.

Shortly after the act was promulgated, all solid wastes
generated by the Wolf and Seventh North Streets plant were
inventoried for hazard classification. Those solid wastes
that met the RCRA criteria for hazardous waste were noted
and included in an internal program which insures proper
handling, storage, transportation, and ultimate disposal
of hazardous waste.

Contractual arrangements for the proper ultimate disposal
of hazardous waste are being finalized with an approved
hazardous waste management facility.
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2. North Land®&%ll Solid Waste Management Facility - continued

2.3

2.4

I
Annual Solid wWaste Quantities Generated

Table I presents the approximate quantities of sclid
waste generated by the Wolf and Seventh North Streets
plant that is deposited on the North Landfill per day.
The ten cubic yard and twenty-five cubic yard containers
are approximately 80% full when thev are hauled to the
North Landfill. The estimated total quantity of solid
waste deposited on the landfill each working day is 85
cubic yards.

TABLE I
North Landfill Waste Analysis

Source: Approximate Quantity Generated
1. Incinerator Dock 25 cu.yd.open container pulled to
- Crouse-Hinds Landfill once per day.

Approximately 20 cubic yards of solid
waste are hauled each day.

2. Foundry {4) 10 cu.yd. containers(sand & cores)
Approximately (8) loads per day are
hauled to the Crouse-Hinds landfill.
Approximately 64 cubic yards of solid
waste are hauled each day.

3. Sly Baghouse (12) cu.yd. containers hauled one time
per week to the Crouse-Hinds landfill.
Approximately 1.2 cu.yds of solid wastes
are accumulated per day.

Security

The North Landfill is used exclusively by the Wolf and
Seventh North Streets Plant. Solid waste collection and
landfill operations are handled by outside contract.

Security is provided by a padlocked cable across the access
road from Seventh North Street. Entry from other locations
along Seventh North Street is prevented by a roadside ditch.



2.

Morth Land£ill Solid Waste “anagement Facility - continued

2.5

2.6

=
Closugg
The estimated closure date of the North Landfill is
1996. This estimate is based upon the solid waste
production data presented in Table I and data from a

land survey of the facility performed in December 1980,
May 3, Appendix 3.

The landfill will be built up to a final elevation of
about 381.0 (USGS) matching the existing elevation of
the adjacent East Plaza, Inc. property. Side slopes of
one on three will extend to the property line on all
sides except along Seventh North Street where the t5;>
of the slope will be at the offset line. The finished
landfill will be covered with two feet of suitable cover
material. Landfill calculations are presented in Appendix 1.

It is proposed to use the area for plant expansion after
closure. Several studies have already been conducted to
determine the suitability of the area for plant expansion.
The latest study was conducted in 1973 by Eckerlin, Klepper,
Hahn and Hyatt, Consulting Engineers. The site is suitable °
for plant expansion. Further studies to develop access to

the site are planned for 1981.

Contingency Plans

The North Landfill is used only for the disposal of non-
toxic, non-hazardous, and non-putrecible waste. A contin-
gency plan is not required.

Required Permits

Continued operation of the North Landfill requires a New
York State Department of Environmental Conservation (NYDEC)
360 permit, and a NYDEC wetlands permit. Application is
currently being made for these permits.
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Calocerinos & Spina
CONSULTING ENGINEERS

SAMPLE PoINT )
REFERENCE- MAP “2

ENVIRONMENTAL
LABORATORY

1020 Soventh Nee th Grees, Leverpoo!l, NY 123085463 - (D1D) AB7-67N1M

To. Date: Qctober 6, 1980
File Nc. 125.205

Atlention:  Dick K1 ippé] Sample No.

ANALYSIS REPORT
Source Ley Creek Date Collected N/A Date Recelved 9/26/80
Location #4 /"74/ Time Coilected N/A Sample Type Grab
Frarameter Resuit Parameter Result
Cyanides <0.004 mg/] Lead <0.02 mg/1
Cadmium - .<0.01 mg/1 Nickel 0.C4 mg/1
Chromium - Hex. 0.009 mg/1 Zinc 0.05 mg/1
Chromium - Total <0.01 mg/1 pH 8.1

Ail analysas were conducted using ©PA
"Mothods for Cnemical Analysis of kater
and Wastes (1979)" or "Standard Methods

(14ch Editicn)".
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RAMPLE POINT Z-
REFEREMCE-MAP -2

AWNY Calocerinos & Spina
" CONSULTING ENGINEERS

10200 Lierseenith Nor wh SSereet, Liveoepern, BY 174000 . (319 A7 671N

ENVIRONMENTAL
LABORATORY

Te ' Date.  g.tober 6, 1980

Attention: Dick Kh‘ppe] Sample No. 2392

ANALYSIS REPORT

Source Ley Creek Date Collected N/A Date Received 9/26/80
Location #5 Time Collected N/A Sample Type Grab
Paramcter Result Parameter Resuit
Cyanides <0.004 mg/1 | Lead <0.02 mg/1
Cadmiun <0.01 mg/1 Nickel - 0.04 mg/1
Chromium - Hex. 0.006 mg/1 | Zinc 0.05 mg/1
Chromium - Total <0.01 mg/1 pH 7.9

A1l analyses were conducted using EPA
“Methods for Chemical Analysis of Water
and Wastes (1979)" or "5tandard Methods

(14th Edition)".




S AMPLE PoINT B
REFERENAE - MAP *2

ENVIRONMENTAL

Calocerinos & Spina
LABORATORY

CONSULTING ENGINEERS

1020 Seventh North Street, Liverpemt, NY 13088 - (319) as7-671

To: ' )
© Date: g tober 6, 1980

File No- 125.205

Attention: Dick Klippel Sample No. 2393

ANALYSIS REPORT

Source | ey Creek Date Collected N/A Date Received 9¢/26/80
Y

Location 46 ‘ime Collected N /A_ Sample Type Grab

P

Parameter Result Parameter Result
Cyanides <0.004 mg/} Lead % 7 <0.02 mg/1
Cadmium | <0.01'mg/1 | Nickel \%\g 0.05 mg/)
g
Chromium - Hex. 0.005 mg/1 Zinc 0.11 mg/}
7.9

Chromium - Total <0.01 mg/1 pH

A1l analyses were conducted using EPA
"Methods for Chemica!l Analysis of Water
and Wastes (1979}" or ngtandard Methods

(14th Edition)".




SAMPLE YOINT 4
REFERENCE - MAP 2

Calocerinos & Spina
CONSULTING ENGINEERS

) 1C2C Saventn Ncrzn Scrast, Lverscs, NY 130=S

| — ——

r3: Ckouse-Hinds Company Date:
dol1f and 7th MNorth Streets November 7, 1380
Syracuse, New York File Ne. 424 003
Attention: Mr, Dave Ronkainen Sample No. 594¢
Facilities

Scurce

Location Ley Creek Behind SouthTime Collectea N/A

ANALYSIS REPORT

rem gy A
T iew e =

ENVIRCNMENT AL
LABORATORY

- =
S S
=737

Crouse-Hinds Date Collectead 11/3/80

Date Received 11/3/80

Sample Type Grab

Landfill
Parameter Result Parameter Result
Cyanides <0.004 mg/1 Lead <0.02 mg/1
Cadmium - <0.01 mg/1 Nickel <0.01 mg/1
Chromium - Hex. 0.006 mg/1 Zinc ©0.12 mg/1
Chromium - Total <0.01 mg/1 pH 7.7

A1l analyses were conducted using EPA
"Methods for Chemical Analysis of later
and Wastes (1979)" or "Standard Methods
(14th Edition)."




SAMPLING Weu. )

..— -
28 BEFERENCE- MAP z,'s
L. Calocerinos & Spina ENVIRCNMENTAL
"COMNSULTING ENGINEERS LABORATORY
CSC Severtm Neren Screec. Lvaerccesu Y (ZCES - (5°S) 4ST-dae” -
T Crouse-Hinds Company Oare:  movember 3. 1980
' ® -~ ’ -
Woif and 7th North Streets
Syracuse, New York File Nc. 124,003 -
Attention: Mpr, Dave Ronkainen fao— §amme No. 351-
Facilities - - o =
= == —25; .,;_'._
==_—__—==:L.___,__. A h;:kl.. Y
Scurce Crouse-Hinds Date Cellected 10/24¢80 —
A~ ¥ 3 a ! ol LI . ....“
#'1%"‘.':
Location Leachate Samle #i.

ﬁu and rease




i A 1 Sy S W e et )

REFERENCE - MAP *2,73

Calocerinos & Spina ENVIRONMENTAL
. CONSULTING ENGINEERS LABORATORY
1020 Seventh North Street, Liverpoot. NY 13088 . (315) 4S7-5§711

To:  Crouse Hinds Company Date: February 26, 1981
Wolf & 7th North Streets
Syracuse, New York File Ne. 424,003
Atts-ntion:  Dave Ronkainen ' Sampie No. 357

ANALYSIS REPORT

Source ppuse Hinds Co. Date Collected 2/23/81 Date Received 2/23/81
Location Well #2 Time Collected N/A | Sampile Type Grab
Parameter Resuit Paraheter Result
Total Suspended Solids 1,970. mg/1 Chromium Total Soluble <0.01 mg/1
Cyanides Total Soluble 0.021 mg/1 . Lead Soluble | <0.02 mg/1
0i1 & Grease 17.5 mg/1 Nickel Soluble <0.01 mg/1
Cadmium Soluble <0.01 mg/1 Zinc Soluble 0.12 mg/1
Chromium Hex. Soluble <0.004 mg/1 pH 7.7

A1l analyses were conducted using EPA
"Methods for Chemical Analysis of Water
and Wastes (1979)" or "Standard Methods
(14th Edition)."
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Caloccerincs & Spina ENVIRONMENTAL
CONSULTING ENGINEERS LABQRATCRY

1020 Sevench Norsn Scraec. Lverz:ss, NY 13CE8 - (318! «S7-2777

T3 Crousa-Hinds Company Date: November 3, 1980
wolf and 7th North Streets
Syracuse, New York File Nc. 424003
Attention: My, Dave Ronkainen A Sample No.  7g79

Facilities

ANALYSIS REPORT

Source Crouse=Hinds Date Collected 10/24/80 Date Received 10/27/80

Location [eachate Sample #3 Tirme Collected N/A Sample Tyge Grab

Parameter ' *©  Resuit Parameter Resuit
Total Suspended Solids 9176. mg/1 Chromium - Total 0.40 mg/1
Cyanides . <0.004 mg/1 Lead 1.0 ma/1
0i1 and Grease <5. mg/1 Nickel 0.40 ma/1
Cadmium <0.1 mqg/1 Zinc 4.8 mg/l
Chromium - Hex. <0.004 mg/1 pH 7.5

A1l analyses were conducted using EPA
"Mathods for Chemical Analysis of Water
and !lastes (1979)" or "Standard Methods
(14th Edition)."
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FISHER ROAD
u LLJQfFFnc TEST BORING LOG EAST SYRACUSE, N.Y. 12057
PRQJECT Monitoring Well Installacion HOLE NO, B-2A

Crouse Hinds Corporation
LOCATION Syracuse, New York SURF. EL.
DATE STARTED 2/16/81 DATE COMPLETED 2/16/81 Jogno. 8117

N — NO. OF BLOWS TO DRIVE SAMPLER 12" W/140# HAMMER FALLING
30° — ASTM D-1586, STANDARD PENETRATION TEST

GROUND WATER DEPTH
WHILE DRILLING 9.5

BEFORE CASING

REMOVED 18.7!
C — NO. OF BLOWS TO DRIVE CASING 12" W/ # HAMMER FALLING .
"IOR — % CORE RECOVERY AFTERCASING 6.2' In
REMOVED Well
CASING TYPE - HOLLOW STEM AUGER SHEET | OF 1
a - Twgl Tsamp - 1
| SAMPLE‘ 23 _ | ORIVE . STRATA |
! DEPTH == C A DESCRIPTION OF MATERIAL :CHANGE
| DEPTH |25 ECORD
i &3] | PER 6" | DEPTH
; i j { ! Brown-gray wet loose fine to coarse
! | ! | SAND, SLAG and WOOD
T 1
: P
5.0 ) 1 1 ] : !
5.0'= 1. YL |
6.5 | i 5 9
| j
; i i
10. ;!!t e i Y10.0¢
WL 10 Q- 2. 31 . Brown wet very loose fine to coarse : -
1.9 i 2 SAND and TRASH FILL !
15.0 ! ) |
15.0'~- 3 | 572 I 16.0"
16.5" b3 Brown wet medium stiff CLAY, some snlt,: '
i some fine to coarse sand ‘
]
! .
20.0 g ! 20.0'
20.0'-] b4 1/4 Brown wet very loose PEAT 20.5"!
rib.S' 5! J N 8 Brown wet loose fine SAND, some silt
1 20.5'- ! Bottom of Boring 21.5"
0 21.5° E
_25.0 : Note: Installed observation well to
l 20.0' on completion. :
1 ' | l
, ' .
? i !
! ;
‘. " ?
: -
| ' i
i o
i | i :
| T N
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PROJECT

FISHER ROAD
EAST SYRACUSE. N.Y. 12057

TEST BORING LOG

Monitoring Well Installation HOLE NO. 8-3

[]

. ML LN . "o o

N N EE BN NS BN BN O B .

LOCATION Crouse Hinds Corporation SURF. EL
Syracuse, New York .
DATE STARTED 6/15/81 DATE COMPLETED 6/15/81 JOBNO. 8117
GROUND WATER DEPTH
| 1 4.0
N — NO. OF BLOWS TO DRIVE SAMPLER 12° W/I1404% HAMMER FALLING WHILE DRILLING
30" — ASTM D-1586, STANDARD PENETRATION TEST BEFORE CASING
REMOVED Ory
C — NO. OF BLOWS TO DRIVE CASING 12° W/ # HAMMER FALLING AFTER CASING
{OR — % CORE RECOVERY REMOVED 5.2
CASING TYPE - HOLLOW STEM AUGER SHEET 1 OF |
x| i , ]
§3: ‘ SSA‘.@EE i STRATA |
DEPTH | SAMPLE 221 © |necomo| N DESCRIPTION OF MATERIAL 'CHANGE |
DEPTH |23 | DEPTH
nzZ PER 8” ;
0.0'={ 1 Auger Black moist fine SAND and CINDERS
42.07 dample
|
WL ! 4 4.0
5.0 Black wet very loose fine to coarse '
: 5.0%=1 2] 171 SAND, fine to coarse GRAVEL and CINDERS
! 6.5"7 ] 1 :
]
|
]
~10.0 : 10.0!
10.0'-1 3 2/1 Brown moist very loose PEAT, some wood |
11.57 2 31 chips !
1 S .0 —_— i i _ 1 5 Lo ‘
15.0'-] L 1/2 Gray wet medium stiff SILT, trace clay,
16.57 3 trace fine sand |
Bottom of Boring 16.5"
20.0 Note: Installed observation well to

15.0' on completion. !




PROJECT

LOCATION
DATE STARTED

L’ uJol'FFnc

Monitoring Well

TEST BORING LOG

Installation

FISHER ROAD
EAST SYRACUSE, N Y. 13057

HOLE NO. B8-4

Crouse Hinds Corporation

Syracuse, New York

6/15/81 DATE COMPLETED

N — NO. OF BLOWS TO DRIVE SAMPLER 12° W/140# HAMMER FALLING
30" — ASTM D-1586, STANDARD PENETRATION TEST

SURF, EL.
JOB NO.

GROUND WATER DEPTH
WHILE DRILLING 8.5

BEFORE CASING

6/15/81 8117

b e

REMOVED
C — NO. OF BLOWS TO DRIVE CASING 12° W/ # HAMMER FALLING €
- "JOR — % CORE RECOVERY AFTER CASING
. REMOVED 9.2
CASING TYPE - HOLLOW STEM AUGER SHEET 1 OF 1
l ? W& | SAMPLE
i .
! @ ORIVE . STRATA
| DEPTH | SAMPLE %g' C |pecorp| N DESCRIPTION OF MATERIAL |CHANGE
| NZ PER 8" | OEPTH
0.0'-} 1 Auger Black moist fine to medium SAND and
2.0 Sample CINDERS 2.0
I | Black wet medium dense to loose fine
: to coarse SAND, WOOD, CINDERS and SILT,
I 5.0 some trash
. ] 5.0'-| 2 8710
i 6.0
w Y|
Y
i 10.0'~-] 3 3/2
11.5% 2 !
1
15,0
6.0'-1 4 2/2
6.5 2
i
!
l ' 20.0 _ 20.0'
. 20-20.5} § 2/3 Brown wet soft PEAI_ ! 20.§!
20.5'-| 6 5 Gray wet stiff SILT, trace clay |
l . | 21.5" Bottom of Boring ' 21.57
25.0 | Note: Installed observation well to
I 20.0' on completion.
1
. .
T
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PHASE | REPORT

ENGINEERING INVESTIGATIONS
AND EVALUATIONS AT
INACTIVE HAZARDOUS WASTE DISPOSAL SITES

Crouse Hinds
Onondaga County, NY

SUBMITTED TO

New York State
Department of
Environmental Conservation

RECEIVED

NOV 19 1983
WASTE
of \"‘\ZARDQUS. e
D%:g\ON OF SO VIAS

ENGINEERING-SCIENCE, INC.

in association with

DAMES & MOORE

JUNE 1983



SITE ICENTIZICATION

USEPA #NYD980641526
NYSDEC $#734004

SECTION I

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Crouse-Hinds

Objective

The purpose of this two phase program is to conduct engineering invest-
igations and evaluations at inactive hazardous waste disposal sites in New
York State in order to calculate a Hazard Ranking System (HRS) score for
2ach site and estimate the cost of any recommended remedial action. During
<he initial portion of this investiqatibn (Phase I) all available data and
zecords combined with information collected from a site inspection wares re-
‘7iawed and esvaluated to determine the adegquacy of existing information for
calculating an HRS scora. On the basis of this avaluation, a Phase II Work
2lan was prepared for collacting additional HRS data (if necessary), eval-
nating remedial alternatives and preparing a cost estimate for recommended
remedial action. The results of the Phase I study for this site are sum-
marized below and detailed in the body of the report.

3ite Background

The site consists of two adjacent landfills in the Town of Salina;
Onondaga County, New York. The sites are located a short distance to the
north west of Crouse-Hinds Wolf and Seventh North Street Manufacturing
facility. Tha South landfill consists of 15 acres and has been inactive sincae
1969. It was used to dispose of both industrial and municipal wastes. The
North landfill is still active and has besen predominately used for industrial
wastes. The surrounding area consists primarily of wet lands which have been
extensively used as landfills. Extensive monitoring of the North lLandfill
has determined that phenols, cyanides, benzena, toluene and xylene are leaching
into the groundwater. Monitoring at the South landfill has detected low levels
of cyanides.

Assegssment

Insufficient information is available to completa a f£final HRS scoring.
The praliminary HRS scoring for this site was:

-1-
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The surface water route scored high on this site due to the large target
scoring. Additional target information is required for the groundwater route.
Sufficient ground and surface watar data is available for scoring, however an

air sample is required.

Recommendations

The following reccmmendations are made for the completion of Phase II:
- air monitoring survey to determine air quaiity

The estimated manhour requirements for Phase II are 193, while the asg-
timated cost is $7,916.



SECTION II

SITE DESCRIPTION

Crouse-Hinds

This gite consists of two adjacent landfills in the town of Salina;
Onondaga County, New York. The sites are located a short distance to
the northwest of Crouse-Hind's Wolf and Seventh North Street electrical
products manufacturing facilities in Syracuse, and is separated from
them by a Conrail right-of-way. The surrounding area is zoned for
industrial use but consists primarily of wetlands which have been
extensively utilized as landfills.

The South landfill covers approximately 15 acres of land and has
been inactive since 1969. The North landfill consisting of 21 acres is
currently active. Extensive groundwater monitoring of the landfills
have determined the presance of organic (phenols} basnzena, tolusne) and

inorganic (cadmium, cyanide, chromium) containments in ths North
landfill area.
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SITE LOCATION MAP
CROUSE HINDS

AEFERENCE: U.5.G.S. 7.5' TOPOGRAPNIL MAP.
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GROUND <ATZR ACUTE

| OSSERVED RELEASE

Cancamizancs dececzed (3 maximum):

PHENOL. , TOLVENE
TheN RENZENE

MAJ'\/GAN ESE

Raciocnale for acccibucing the concaminanes to the facilizy:

CALECERINOS ¢+ SPINA REPORYT 10/8)
COOPERITNDUSTRIES LETTER MAY 17,1983

b W W

2 ROUTE CIARACTERISTICS

Destch 22 Aduifar of Comcern

Name/descripeion of aquizers(s)‘oz concesa:

Depch(s) freom tha geouad surface td the highest saasonal lavel of the
satursced zone [vwacer table(s)] of the aquilfar. of comcaern:

Depch fzom the grouad surface to the lowess solae of wasts disposal/

scorags: /O, T"O I5,

<14~
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Yee Pvaciazizacian

Mear sanual 3¢ seasonal precipisaci on (lisc moachs fsr seasonal):

40O

Mean acaual lake or seasonal evaporaciom (list monchs for seasonal):

27

Vet precipizacion (sudcract the above figures):

Parmgabilizy of Unsazuzaced Zane

Soil type ia unsaturaced zoae: -~

Permeabilicy associaced wizh soil type:

Physical Staee

Physical scace of subscasces ac cime of disposal (o¢ se prssaac tize fz¢

genacaced gases):
SOLID + LiquiD + SLUDGE

SEETSRRENFEEFRTENFED

-
o

. N ] .!
s ]
[ 'Y
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3 CONTALINENT

sasainment

Mecnod(s) of wasca or laachata 2snzaiaseal evaluazad:

UNCONTAINED

Megzhod wizh highest score:

4 WASTT CRARACTERISTICS

Toxicicv and Persiscenca

Compouad(s) evaluacad:

RENZENE
PHRENOL
C_HLOROFORM

Compound wich highest scoce:

CHLOROFORMA D= 1§

Ha=zardous wWasts Quantitw

Tocal quancity of hazardous substancas ac :le f3cilizy, excludiang those
wich a concaiamene scsre o2 0 (Cive a rsasonable escizace avem 12

quangiey is above zazimunm):

ToTAL WASTEXSO, (gOOYD} AS

SOMED

4AZARSOUS P ORTION L e N0 W ™

3asis of escizmaciag amd/ov ccwpucing wasce quantity:

CROUDE. - HINDS ASSUMPTION
COOPER TAND MENRO MAY 17,1985

»® ¥ ®
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S TARGETS

Graound satar Use

Use(s) of aquifer(s) of concesa wichia a J-sile sadius ci the facilicy:

UN KNOWN -

Discance =2 YNeares: Well

Locazion of neares:c well drawing from aguifsr of cancern or occupied
buildiag noc sarved by a public wataer supply:

N/A

Discance co sbove wall or building:

N/A

Pcoulacion Served bv Ground Wacer Wells Wickiam a j=Mile Radius

Identified wacee~susply vell(s) drawing €rom aguifer(s) of concaran
wichin & 3-mile radius and populiacions served By each:

O

Compucacion of land area irvigaced by supply vwell(sg) drawiag from
squifer(s) of concark wichiz & J-mile rvadius, and sonversion to

populacion (L.5 people per acre):

O

Tocal populacion served by zrouad wacer withia a J-mile radius:

@,

-]l7=



t

SURFACE WATIR RWUTZ

I OBSEIVID RELIAST

Concamizancs dececced ia surface wacer ac the facility or downnill. Izom

iz {35 aaximum): CYAN ,DE.§

lacionale for aczriducing the contaminancs to the facilicy:

LEY (REEK WATER ANAWSS

2 ROUTET CHARACTEIRISTICS ~ -

Facili=v Slope and lancervening Terzais

Avarage slope of facilicty im percent:

2.1%
Name/desczipeion of nearest dowanslepe syrface wacsr:
LEY (REEK

Avezage slope of tervain between facilizy and above-cized surface wacsz

Yady in percaac:
2.5%

ls che facilizy locaced eigher tatally or sarzially ia eurface wacss?

NO . ‘

-13-"
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Is the facili:zy ccmplecely surTounded 5y aveas af hizher elevation?

NO

l=¥ear 2J4-dcyr Raiafall ia Iaches

2.2

Jiscanca ta Nearese Downslope Surface Waces

O. 1\

Phvsical Scata of Wasce

LiQuiD

3 CONTAINMENT
Concaimene

Mecthod(s) of waste or leschace coacaiamene evaluacad:

UNCONTAINED

¥Method wizh highest scora:

-19="
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& WASTE CHARACTIRISTICS

Taxicisy iad Paersgiscancs

Cxmpound(s) evaluacad

(3ENZENE ¥\ MEMO MENTIONS
' PIYENOL § R?‘sﬁ,\b\_E PRESENCE OF

C HLORDFORM, THESE COMPouNDS
Compound wizh highess score:

CHLOROFORM
33=1/%

Hazardous “astqa Quansicy

Tocal quancizy of hazardous subscances ac the facility, excludiag those
wizh a containment scorve of 0 (Give g reasonable estimaca evem il
quaneicy is above maximum):

MAKIMUM | | i

3asig of estimaciag and/or computiag wasce quamcicy:

CAH ASSUMPTION

5 TARGZIs

Surfaca Wacar "sa

Use{s) of surface wacar wizhia 3 milas downstream of the hazardous
subscanes:

. RELREATION

TRANSORYATION
ecoNoMIc

«20=




1s there tidal influence?
|

NO

' 3iscance =90 a Sensitive Savizot@ment

eg S=acce (ainimus) coascal wecland, 1% 2 miles of leas:

N/A

Discanze to S5=acTe (ainiaw

ol

Discance ta crieical habicac of an endangerad speciag ot pational
wildlife refuge, L | mile or less:

UNKNOWN

) frash-water veclaad, 18 1 mile or less:

2o0oulacion Sazved Sv Surface 9Jacaer

vacer-supply incake(d) wiehia 3 miles (free—floving
(seseic wacar bodies). downstresm of the hazardous

served by each imctake:

tocacioan(s) of
sodigs) or l Mile
substanca and populacion

NONE

r'd

w2l




Computation of land area irTigacad dy adove-cized iacake(s) and
convessica ta populaciom (1.5 p=ople per acrte):

O

Total populacion served:

UN KNOWN

Name/description of nearesc of above water bodies:

N/a

-22-
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AR WUTZ

! OBSERVED RA=LZASE

Contamiazancs detaczed:

NONE. DETECTED

dace and location of detecsion of contamisancs

Nia

Macthods used to detecs the concaminanes:

N

Racionale for aczriduciang the conctaminants Bo the sita:

A

3 WASTT CHARACTZIAISTICS

Reacetivity snd Incomsacidilicy

Most reacsive compouad:

N/A

Most imesmpacible pair of compounds:



I

Xy

<oxizizv
_=_

v

Host toxic compound:

N o

Yazardous Waste Quantitw

®s3cal quancizy of hazardous wvaste:

Basis of escimating aad/or computing wasce quancicy:

!

DAL ha v Ak M et S AN S bt o ittt ot ol AN GG et M. s ‘

3 TARGETS

Pooulacion Wizhin o-Mile Radius

Cirsle radius used, give populacion, &md iadicate how datermined:

0 co 4 ai 9 o l ai

N/a

Discance to a Sengitive Zaviranmaenct

Qeco L/2 =i 0 co L/46 ai

Discanes to S~acre (minimum) coascal wecland, if 2 miles or less:

- Nip B |

Discanrce 9 S—acre (minimm) fresh-wvacer weclaad, if | 2ile or less:

ol

=24~
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i

wand Tse

=il area, i3 ! aile or lass:

2
1]
[
[+
[
(1]

igscance 33 cscmersial/d

-

disecanca to aaciomal or sgace park, faresg, oF eildiifa resazve, i1 2

siles or lass: 5.5

Jiscance €3 cesidencial area, iI I miles cr lass:

UNKNOWN

o
(1.
o

Jiscance 3 ag=iculiural land ia producsiocm wishia pasc $ years,

' - N/A

Jiscanes %o srize agrisuliural land i3 seoducsica wighia 3asc I years, iz
2 milas or lass:

' N/~

. t
*s a hiseariz ov landmazk size {Naeiseal Regiscer 3¢ Iigcseizs Flaces and
Nacianal Nacural Landaasks) wislia cie view of e size?

Na o~ .
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ey PQTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE L D@eTTca o
A\ ¥4 EPA SITEINSPECTICN REFORT /i/ i eeth
PART t - SITELOCATION AND INSPECTICN INFGRMATICN NY DIBOLYi520
il SITE NAME AND LCCATICN

02 . ACUTE MQ.. SR SPECAC _SCATCN ICENTE

3T ST AME woom > —
CROUSE HINDS _AORT]

2 YRACUSE: NYH}z‘z\_' ‘OND%A =] =
1.16%& “'_Z&.%dl A PSVATE TS FISEAL T G.STATE I 2.CSUNTY £ WUNCPAL

= B.OTHER T G UNKNCWN

T8 MF‘C’!ONINFGHMA'!CN

e VoRT# 1950=
—:*m—%g?é.i | E«ﬁﬁe e pauEmENr e SaUTH 1960-196%
[T e e g e
= ADN EPA CONTRACTCR CaMUNICEAL = 3 MUNICIPAL CONTRACTOR", —
= 2 STATE fﬁaﬁmm_ S aonem. — Ae——c—
NS N areR v T R o o
: gghg Kubarewicz, @Q_; I::NG»WEE& ES (R3 591 -7575
Qe INSPRCTORS H- XT3 11 CRGAMIZATICN 12 TRLAPHONG NGO
ART SEANOR GEolLOGA ST D+M  [Ot5¢33-2572

'“f_‘r.m Mgl_QNi = m TY' CRovse- HlNQ__} i};gmv—fsw
DAVE RAN KAIWEN _ |FAGLITY Nﬁ W " (34715573

.oEs LA TN ( )

Ty

—— CLEAR SUAINY
Y. [NMEQAMATION AVAWFHC“ .
39 CONTACT CI G - AvamswOmmarsTs. | 33 TE.EP™CRE ~O. .
John Kubarewicz ES ‘ 0 A=
NEPIC o PR 03 AGENGY CO CRANGZATICR | o7 GLP=GNE NG, BCATd
SAME. | | | 2. 68
P4 ACAR 207013 . 7411 -26=
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SEPA

POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE

SITE INSPECTION REPORT

PART 2- WASTE INFORMATION

| L IDENTIFICATION
01 STATR 102 SITH NUMBEA _

NY 0980641520

L WASTE STATES. QUANTITIES, ANO CHARACTERISTICS

s/

otw

PSD

e et e
01 PHYSICAL JTATES .Cleoe w et a0e) 02 WASTE CUANTITY AT SITR 33 'WASTH CHARACTERISTICS . Choms i s 200}
Leameed ¢ WA OrAACURS /
2a. SCLO £ e suurry Snest 89 OS0SRIORT) A TONC = €. scuueg = 1 MGHLY VCLATILE
= 9.POWOAR, M3 2 LCUD TCNS S s.comAasive SFweEcTcus T . EomOoSMe
= ¢ s.oGs S a.aas Z C. RACIOACTIVE = G FLAMMABLS < <. fegacTvE
CUBIC YARCS s !E lﬁﬂg 2&“ ’ Z 0. PERSIGTENT = M. GMTABLS 2 L NCOMPATIBLE
Z0.Q™eER Z M. NOT APPLCABLE
Soecrn N0, OF CRUMS
L WASTETYPE
CATEGCRY SUBSTANCE NAME 01 GROSS AMOUNT 102 UNIT OF MEASLAE| 33 COMMENTS

V. FEEDSTOCXS 300 A8

CATEGORY Q1 FEEDSTOCK NAME 02 CAS MUMGER CGATEGCRY 91 FEE0ITOCK Namd 32 CAS MUMGER
i TOQLYENE, 1065801 ™2
FOS 0S8
|38 FOS
F0S FOS

17,1983

IPA FORM 2070-13(7-81)
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AN S ARTH

03 PCPULATION PCTENTIALLY APSZCTED:
R TER SA

POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE . OENTacA T
3EPA _ SITE INSPECTION REPORT G
PART2- GESCRIPTION OF HAZARDOUS CONDITIONS AND INCIDENTS pe134le
. HAZ)ROOUS CONDITIONS AND INCIDENTS
31 & A GROCUNOWATER CONTAMINATICN Q2 — CBSERVED IOATE. ) = oCTENTIAL Z ALLEGED
LAAND At SITE S

CYANIDES A0 (OW

03 PCPRULATICN PQTENTIALLY ASFECTED:

SAMPLES IN LEY (REEN AUACE
Low CONCENTRATIONS OF CYAND

WA
ENOLS (013
| ow LEwLS OF P (-013-065 FFM), DS M
21 Z 3. 3URPACE WATER CONTAMINATCN 02 = CBSEAVEDICATE : = PCTENTIAL Z ALLEGED
04 NARRATIVE CESCRIPTICN Lﬁé\':UF"’-'- HNﬂ:

ANTTO MORTH
ES, ZING, iRV,

¥ Z POTENTIAL 2 ALLEGED

Q1 :QCCNYAMINATICNCPAH 02 C QRSERAVED(DATE:
OQPOPULAT‘ON?OTB‘“N—I-;!.\FFECTED: 04 NARRATIVE

NONE ~ APPRRENT

1 -0 MWW &EQBSEVEIDATE.____:___) = SQTENTAL = ALSGED
O:IPOPULATICNPOTEM'IALLYAFEC‘-ED: O‘MAMW
Q1 :EWECTMACT : czcosmmmm__:__.:_) = POTENTIAL = ALEQED
mwmmvm__ﬂ-—» osmmmm .
- LANDFILL YWERS
oa:cmmre__g_—) = POTENTIAL - ALEGED

Q1 = F. CCNTAMINATICN OF SO
OQMEAPOYNMYM~_=____-—

AT TESTED

04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTICN

)] :&WWATQC@“M‘HON

o3 pcmmupomvm —————— 04 NARRATIVE

02 = GBSEIVED (OATE: e )
CESCRIPTION

= PQTENTIAL = ALEGED

N/

(o~} mmmmmvm ———

N

34 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTICN

23 = CBSERAVED (DATE: cecmne—}

= PCTENTAL. ~ ALLEGED

04 NARRATIVE

01 = | POPULATICN XPCSUREINIUAY
03 POPULATICN POTENTIALLY APPECTED:

UNKNOWN

02 . CESERVED (DATE: ——ceeamen]
DESCRFTICR

S POTENTIAL.

3Pa ACRM 2070-:3(7-81)
=28
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o E P A POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE & '05"11‘.:3‘"“
oy fm SITE INSPECTION REPORT NUMED
N/ PART 3- DESCRIPTION CF HAZARDOUS CONDITIONS AND INCIDENTS & i Y 0980(4if 52—
. MAZARDQUS CONOITIONS AND INCIDENTS camwew
01 2 J. OAMAGE 70 FLCRA 02 = CBSERVED (DATE. ) = POTENTIAL = ALLEGED
04 NARRATIVE DESCAIPTICN
/NONE. APPARENT
91 Z K. DAMAGE TQ FAUNA 02 T CB8SERVED (DATE. = PQTENTIAL Z ALLEGED
34 NARRATIVE JESCAIPTICN - caee aonerss o socaes)
NONE. APPARENT
o1 fl. CONTAMINATION CF FOCO CHAIN Q2 T CBSERVED (DATE: ) = POTENTIAL = ALLEGED
04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION

TN SURFACE WATER [BODIES

01 T M. UNSTABLE CONTAINMENT OF WASTES 02 T OBSEAVED (DATE.

) = POTENTAL = AULSGED
03 POPULATICN POTENTIALLY APEECTED: 04 NARRATIVE CESCRIPTICN
NONE ORSERVED
01 = N. DAMAGE TO CFRSITE PACPERTY 02 CBSEAVED (OATE: | < AcTENnAL = AULEGED
04 NARRATIVG CESCRIPTICN -

NONE. OBSERVED

01 = O. CCNTAMINATICN OF SEWERS. STORM CRAING, ‘MWTPy. MCM(DATE

} < POTENTAL T ALLEGED

04 NARRATIVE DESCRISTICN /
01 = P 'LLEGALUNAUTHCRIZED DUMPING - 02 T QBSERVED(DATE: = POTENTIAL — ALLEGED
Q4 NARRATIVE DESCRPTICN :

NI

08 JESCRIPTICN OF ANY QTHER KNOWN, POTENTIAL, CR ALLEGED MAZARDS

. TOTAL POPULATION POTENTIALLY ASFRCTED:

V. COMMENTS

V. SQURCES OF !NPORMATION Cre cosomts mscransen a 3. 1190 1i0a, 5300 svves. w002y

ColocERINOS +§P1NA \%a , ENGINEE

AN OF PERATIoN  ACCOM ANY /NCr APiz.chT‘aﬂ

FoR ngM '

EPA SOAMI0TC-13(7-31)
«29=
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|

I, IDENTIFICATION

POTENTIAL HAZARDQUS WASTE SITE
SITEINSPECTION
PART 4 - PERMIT AND QESCRIPTIVE INFORMATION

o

SEPA

01 s7AR I cz st

N Oqﬂmsau

i, PERMIT INFORMATION
Q1 TYPS CF PERMIT [SSUED
Choan a8 a8 200

92 PERMIT NUMBER 3 OATE ISSUED 04 DXPRATICN CATR

08 CSMMANTS

= A. NPOES
| |

= 3. uec
—ZC. MR

—D. ACRA

= 2. ACAA iNTERIM sTATUS

= B. SPCCPLAN
=3 STATE seeom  3GL

APPLED

T H. LCCAL gy

= 1. OTHER somcww

e op
-L....I'l P . L
B Tl Bl IS B B B N

SogTH SITE 15 c LOSED (LSED FOR
RIAL- AND MUNIQPAL=)

L e .
. -l.":

=J. NCNE
it SITE DESCRIPTION
[+ ] mww.a-.-—m 32 AMOUNT O3 UNIT CPMEASURE | 34 TRBATMENT (Chsas 8l Ry 20w Q3 QTHER
= A, SURPACE IMPOUNDMENT 1 A NCENGRATION
= g.PuLss = 8 UNGERGRCUND INJECTION T A SULDNGS G SITE
© C. CRUMS, ABCVE GACUND : = & CHEMICALPHYSICAL
P = 0. TANK, ABOVE GRGUND = 0. SIOLOGICAL
:.;}/m«. SELOW GACUND m — | 2 & waSTECLPROCEISNG 08 AREA QP SITR
E. LANOFILL e | = P sOLVENTRECOVERY lf;-—S
© Q. LANDPARM C G. OTHER RECYCUNQ/RECOVERY pacsons
= W, OPEN DUMP = W OTHER li‘N
Q. OTHER — . /vmg ]
07 COMMENTS
Trwo SITES, NORTH SITE 15 AN INTWE LANDTILL

BOTH JNDVST=

IV. CONTAINMENT
07 CONTANMENT OF HASTES iCroatcas /
i CAAOGQUA‘I‘E.SECURE '3 MODERATE EC.MIQUATE.POOR :o.mwnummnmemus

ﬂwwmmmmm

LANDFILL-

. ACCESSIBILITY B
21 WASTE SASAY ACCESSBLE: >%es = ™0

wSeen FENCE. GATE
OTHERWISE OPEN SECURITY CME

T BLo<k VE HICL-E. A
< XS PeERI10ODKAN

ENTRY,

¥i. SOURCEZS OF INPORMA TION (e coseme resarencen, 0.6 S50 NI LEIEN SHNGR, . SOOY

SITE. TNSREST oN

T-at
SPA FCAN 2070-134 ) =30~

i & G e e




|

a POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE il |

- A SITE INSPECTION REPORT 5 SHER
NI L. PAAT S- WATER, DEMOGRAPHIC, AND ENVIRONMENTAL DATA Y 098¢u4! 5:.’31
15, DRINKING ‘WATER SURPLY
31 TrPg CP OPINKGNG SUPPLY 02 STATUS Q3 OWITANCE TO ST

- CASCE a8 ADSEISEN
SURPACE WELL, ENDANGERED AFFECTED MCNITCRED

CCMMUNITY A= 8.2 A 3.2 c.= A, )
NCN-CTMMUNITY c.= 0.2 8.2 EZ £ 2 9 )

L GROUNDWATER

31 INCUNOWATER USE :N VICNITY - Choon omor
= A. CNLY SCURCT FOR CRINIGNG = 3. ORNING

4

:QWWMWN —~ Q. NOT USED, UNUSEASLE

MWWWWMWAMM

oamnwc:ﬂwuumwnmmmnuunnwau.lﬁ&ﬁf&___mm

Ge DBPTH TO GROUNDWATER

‘:.‘Laﬂﬂqm \4

4GS DIRECTION OF GROUNCWATER RLOW

08 SOLE SVURCE AQUIFTR

GO CEFTH TO AGUIFER | OF POTENTIAL YIELD
Q’% QF AQUIFER - -
4.5=-6 m | 2500 e0n CYEs SN

09 DESCRIPTION OF WELLS /nowang wsesos. Jeocr, snd

ow-jrl;
AT ~ 80,

T BORINGS
SE < 2 NTD NRTURAL SOIL (35)

" <OME. EXTEND TO REFU,SAL»

10 RECHARGE AREA

< ™™ UNKNOWN

11 ASCHARGT ARGA

comul\J RNOV)N .

V. SURPACE WATER

01 SURPACE WATER U3 (Chear amer

ﬁ.\ AESERVOIR, AECAEATION (:mm.eccncumr ﬁ/c.commm i 0. NOTCURNENTLY USED
ORINIGNG WATER SCURCE IMPORTANT RESOURCES
32 APFFECTELVPOTENTIALLY AFFRCTED BOOIES GF WATER .
NAME: . ASTECTED CISTANCE TO SITE
LE EK = _Q_._‘\_l;___: -
K"e = Y )

L]

V. DEMOGRAPHIC AND PROPERTY INFORMATION

Q1 TOTAL FCPULATION WATING

OMNE{1 OF i1 ™0 g SITE
A._lm_ 8.

0. IF SERIONS 0. P OYRICNS

02 MGTANCE TQ NEAREST FCAULATION
THAEE (J) MILEG OF

/
o ) 2000

). STAIONS

33 NUMBER CP QUILOIGS TN TWO (2) vn 89 CFf &ITR

34 SIITANCE TO NEARRST SPW-SITE 3URLIING

s 49 M

08 PCAULATION wiTHme VICDWTY CP SITE ; o

o o THB 0. Gy WEL SR JEREND CAANTS LYOI) reR)

EPA FCRAM 2070-137-3%1

~31l-
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mE EE e

o POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE ! ; me‘r:nﬂniim:“
" SITE INSPECTION REPORT O E T S
N/ E PA PART § - WATER, DEMOGRAPHIC, AND ENVIRCNMENTAL DATA NY D4gCu4I526

i, ENVIRCNMENTAL INFCRMATION

T SEANGAGILTT GF SNSATURATRD JSNE Checs ane
Q=¢ = 10~4 c/sec {c. 1g=s - 103 cmvzee = 2. GREATER THAN 10-3 cmssec

= A, 104 ~ 1Q~9 cvsed =931
32 SORMEABHJTY OF SEDRCCH Cress anes
: = A. MPERMEBASLE = 9. ARELATIVELY 'MPERMEASLE J ASLATIVELY PEAMEABLE = 5. vERY PERMEABLE
Locn oan 10~ 3 wsens 10=% - 9~ cwsens 110=1 = 107% vsem Gromer tham 10~ 2 2waser
T ARANATED SO
T3 CEP™™ 10 3ELRCLK T2 SEPTH CF CONTAMINATED 3. SONE 08 SCILar |
:ZBD.:—_M Q L) ‘
et
70 NET CTECIPITATION 37 O TEAR 26 rOUR RANSALL 08 SLose
SITE SLCPE mwmwe TERRAIN AVEBAGE SLCPE
(i) N SE— S \ 3E \ __ZL ®

9 ALO0D POTENTIAL 'Q
P maoummm&wmmmmmmm

m:mmmmwn..mm

ESTUARING OTHER I
-%z.'"w"z, FALLON

il B..g_Q'_L__-lm ENOANGERED SPECTES: N [0 2
13 LAND USE N viICINITY
CISTANCE TO:
' RESDENTIAL AREAS: NATICNAL STATE PARKS, mmmm%
Qowom DIRE)

»\_Q___-cm a._z.\.i__m G. m) O (¥

e b e it e — 0 =

AP TG OF SITH 4 AELATION O SURRGUNCING TCROGRAMY
ENERALLY FLAT ARE A ADINENT

‘ SITE 15 ON G
AND SOVUTH oF LEY (REEX (ON FLoaD ;u\w)

vil. SOURCES CF IMFORESATION Cis ssams rweromsen, 8.6, 200 08 ATONS SRS, SERRE

0SG5S

SPA AGRM 2073-1317-81) -32=
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PQTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE EL"’WC:ATION |
3EPA SITE INSPECTION REPORT N?;)! 0z SIE

?_
l : PART 8- SAMPLE AND FIELD INFORMATION 098 OLt4isa,
_ L SAMPLES TAKEN N /A ‘
7T ]8T umBER OF 02 SAMPLES SENT TG <) ATED CATY
l . SAMPLE TYPE ' SAAET TAKEN RESULS avALAR g
) GROUNCWATER ‘
l SURPACE WATER '
. wasTE !
Uy -
A
1 =
- son. - .
I T i
: I FIELD MEASUREMENTS TAKEN
I o Q1 TYP= 02 COMMMNTS '
. 7
I - ¥
I ?:’: I~ - \.
I V. PHOTOGRAPMS AND MAPS Y & R
l o1 7vee FoROUMD T AmRaL MNW@MF{
. 03 ARG uu;omouca

T e OFFCE. .

V. OTHER FIELD DATA COLLECTED Arvoe asrsswe ewscrcoamw

) N i [

- d.e

VL SOURCES OF INPORMA TION . Che wrcrtn rvaeren. « ¢ x2% Son. srmom sunan, veoay

-
] - —e— - i Y

mEmmemsr

EPA FCAM 2070-13 17311
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I a EP POTENTIAL HAZAROQUS WASTE SITE N e e
X A - SITE INSPECTION REPORT : _ N’Y“ ' il
NS - PART 7- OWNER INFORMATION 09804 4i52€
1L SURRENT QWNER(S) PARENT COMPANY 1.sssconns i
01 MamE 03 0w @ NUMBRA 08 AME 09 0= 8 NUMGEA
USE. - HIN C Usir EJ
53 STRGHY ADCRESS 2 0. dax, 450+ s 54 S1C Go0a 7O STPEET A0CAESS,# 3 dok AF0 4 ., TTY SIC SO0
I WOLE ST FARST Ty TowE |
03 Ty oesnmrn 2P CO0E T2 Ty TISTATE|1e CPCS08
SYRAWSE. WY 13220 | 1dousSTON T¥ 77210
I 01 NAME. 02 O3 NUMBER 06 NAME tac—aw
) 33 STREET ACGRGSS (P O. dea. AP0 4. sens 04 SICCOCE 10 STRENT AOGRESS (7 . san, #0 0, sl T18C cooa
( I kad ﬁo-eﬁrr cook G '1mem
‘ 01 NAME | 02 08 KUMBER CaNaMg 08 O+ @ NUMSER
l S STRET AGOREI8I & o AP0e o) s 31 COBa 70 STREET AGGRESS(P O. fax. 4500, se) lnscccu
l l 08 CITY resnnror TP coca T2 CITY u:mﬁ{umm '
01 NAME ' 02 06 NUMBEA 08 NaMd ) 080+ NUMBER
,I 03 STREST ADORGSS /P 0. des. 4900, &) Ga SICCODR 70 STREET AGORESD (.0 dex. ARD . wiid 118G CS08
hs [
i““' CLas SaATEar I T TISTATa[ '
i 1L, PAEVIOUS OWNERISK s s roowre . V. ARALTY OWNERIS) v
4; 01 NaME 02 0+GNUMBER o1 NAT i 02 0+6 NUMBER
l l 23 STREHT ACOREZSSP.0. daz. A0 », sl TaMECTEE | 03 STRULY ACDRESS(.0. Ju. AR 0. el TeSiC COOR
- . ol - ATd[o7 ZPCO08 Tﬂw ocsrmrmwcooa
I 01 NAHE 02 0+ 8 NUMBER O AT ©20+8 ‘
E I O3 STRAET ACORGSS P 0. Am, AP0 2, il 04 ©C COOR a3 STRGAT AGGRASA P O. Gon. AP0 0. o) imsccooa
Gacny rosn 37 =P Ca0a ATE] 07 2P Cobh
! I T NAmE 102 D> 8 NUMBER 0" waAmd 32 5=8 NUMSRR
v 03 STREAT ACORBSS P . Sea, WO &, sty A SIECLCH |03 STRGIT ACORESS# 0. fos. A0 e wo; Oe 3C CCOR
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ZEPA

POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE
SITE INSPECTION REPORT
PART 8- OPERATOR INFORMATION

2L i

t

i

L. iIDENTIRICATION &
JY STAYN NUMBEN

Y 0?8001152(:;

iL CURRENT QPERATOR . mewses | OPERATOR'S PARENT CSMPANY  + coousecer !
C1 NAME 02 0+3 NUMBER 10 NAME — 110«d f

SAME. SAME |
33 STREHT ACORESS 2 Q. das. AR0s. wa} 04 SICSTO8 12 STREET ACONESS .2 Q. Jas, ¥0+ o) 13sccicd f
[ IY~1a4 08 $TATE}0? IPCCODE 14 CITY 13 3TATR |13 ZpcCos £
08 YEARS CF CPERAT'CN |09 NAME GF OWNGR

I, PAEVIOUS OPERATCR(S) Lovmea: recase nag -y

PREVIOUS QPERATORS' PARENT COMPANIES 7 mesmere:

01 NAME 02 0+ NUMBER 10 NAME 11 O+ 3 NUMBER 1
03 STREET ACCAESS (2.0, #on, 250 4, eem; " |04 SIC CS0k 12 STREST AOGARSS (P Q. Soe, 420, sy 13 SICCS08

a8 Ty (14 CITY 19STATR[ 16 P COOG
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POTENTIAL HAZARBOUS WASTE SITE
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PART 10+ PAST RESPONSE ACTIVITIES
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L PAST RESPONSE ACTIVITIES
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SECTION IV

SITE HISTORY

Crouse=-Hindsg

The company operated the South landfill from 1960 to 1969. It
raceived a combination of municipal waste from tha city of Syracuss
(1961-1964) and industrial waste which consisted of foundry mold and
core sand, scrap steel drums and shot, fly ash, paint scrapings, garbage

and construction-demolition ma%erials. The site was closad and covered
in 1969. During 1981, consultants under contract to Crousa-Hinds
installed three groundwater monitoring wells. Both groundwater quality
analysis and soil analysis wera detarmined (Calocerinos & Spina
Consulting Engineers, 1981).

3

Tha North landf£ill is stiil active. It was used from mid 1950
through 1972 for small quantities of solid wastes consisting primarily
of foundry sand. 1In 1972, Crouse-Hinds decided to use the landfill for
all non-putrescibls solid wagtes. Thease wastes consisted of foundry
sand, floor swaspings, metal buffing and polishing residue, scrap
‘lumber, plastics wastes, and paint scrapings. In addition zinc
hydroxide sludge was deposited from 1972 to 1980. At the current time
solid waste consiscs primarily of construction uatpzialé: the disposal
of zinc hydroxide sludge and plastic wastes has been discontinued.

In April of 1981, Crouse-iliinds applied for a 360 permit to operate
8 non-hazardous landfill. Their application was withdrawn on March 10,
1982. as pare of the 360 application, Crouse-Hinds initiated a
_groundvater monitoring program which included the installation of walls.
'::t;::"“ (Calocerinos & Spina Consulting Engineers, 1981b) was prepared
. e . ®dditional information required by the State as part of the
.9'°eosa. This report included ground and surface water
data which (ndicated that the groundwater had been

u Phenola. Subsequent studies (Thomsen Associates and

2%*49ations, 1982 and 1983) have indicated the possible
‘benzene, ang chloroform.




SECTION V

SUMMARY OF AVAILABLE DATA

Crouse-Hinds

Regional Geology and Bydrology

The site is located in the Erie~Ontario lowlands physiographic
province. The bedrock of this region consists of sedimentary
rocks of varying lithologies. Most of the rocks are deep aquifers with
regional flow to the south.

In the recent pagt, most of New York State, including the site, has
been repeatedly covaered by a series of continental ice sheets. The
activity of the glacier widened preexisting valleys and deposited
widespread accumulations of till. In addition, distinct drumlin fields
ware formed in many parts of the region. The melting of ice, ending
approximately 12,000 years ago, produced large volumes of meltwater;
this water subsequently shaped channels and depoéited locally thick
accumulations of stratified, granular sediments.

AS glacial ice retreated Eroﬁ the region, meltwater formed lakes in
front of the ice margin. This region is covered by lake sediments, tha
most recent being from Lake Iroquois (a larger predecessor to Lake
Ontario) and from Lake Tonawanda (an elongate lake which occupied an
east-wast valley and drained north into Lake Iroquois). The ssdiments
consist of blanket silts, sand and beach ridges, which are occasionally
underlain by lacustrine silts and clays (indicating quiet, deeper water
deposition).

Granular deposits in this region frequently act as shallow
aquifers, whereas lacustrine clays, as wall as tills, often inhibit
groundwater movement. However, fine-grained, water-lain sediments, such
as silts and clays, fraquently contain horizontal laminations and sand

seams. Thess internal featuras facilitate lateral groundwatsr movement

through otherwise low permeability materials.




i
i
.
i

Site Gaology

The site geology is known from several hydrogeclogical
investigations, which includad on-site borings and well inscallations.
Bedrock beneath the site is thought to occur at a depth of approximately
100 feet., It is probably Vernon Shala (Salina Group), weathered on the
bedrock surface.- Overlying the bedrock surface are sand and gravel
layers, to a depth of approximately 50 fest. Above this depth, the
soils become silty sands, silts, and clays. A peat layer is located at
approximately 15 feet below the ground surface. Above the peat is a
varying amount of f£ill.

Site Hydroloqgy

Site groundwater hydrology has besan studied for the past sevaral
years. The following summary is based on a recsnt (1983)
hydrogeological investigation. Thers appear to be two aquifers within
the site soils. The shallow aquifer occurs within Epe £i1ll na;erial at
a depth varying from 4 feet to 8 fesst, Flow roughly follows the ground
surface contours: south and northwest. A lower aquifer exists in the
desp sands and gravels. This aquifer may be hydraulicly connected to
ths shale badrock. Flow in the lower aquifaer is toward the northwest,
Two set3 of potentiometric surface measurements hava bsen recorded,
showing approximately a 12-foot lowezinq of tha surface between December
1982 and February 1983, and a significant increasas in flow gradient
during’the same period. This change may be a normal seasonal

occurrence.

Sampling and Analysis

Both gurface and groundwatar analytical data are available for the
North Landfill. Pigure V-1 gshows sampling locations for a study
conducted in 1981 as part of an application for a landfilling permit
{Calocerinos and Spina, 1981a). Table V-1 summarizes analytical results
of the sampling. As shown, both cyanide and phenols ware detected in
low concentragtieng in groundwater and Lay Creek. additional monitoring
wells wer A‘“ 55 In 1983 (Rinaldo-Lee, 1983). Tha location of these
wells is sho-t. jure V=2, while the analytical results are shown in
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TABLE v-1

l SUMMARY QF ANALYTICAL DATA CROUSE-HIWDS NORTH LANDFILL
(Calocerinos & Spina, 1981)

l' - Sample Sampling Phenol Cyanide
Date Location (pem) (ppm)
2711782t Well 1 BDL* -
2 0.039 -
3 BDL o=
7/2,/81 Well 1 0.040 0.0l10
2 0.065 0.012 :
3 BDL 0.009 :
]
7/2%/81 Well 1l 0.016 0.021
2 0.030 0.015
3 BDL 0.010
8/5,81 Well 1 BDL 0.009
2 0.016 0.009
3 BDL 0.00S
7/8/81 Stream 1 BDL BDL
2 BDL 0.007
3 BDL 0.01lo
4 BDL 0.009
S BDL 0.013
Stream 1 BDL 0.013
2 .013 0.010
3 BDL 0.032
4 BDL 0.015
S BDL 0.023

* Below Detectable Limit
J'Cr:c.mse-il.i.nc!a: DEC Meeting 2/23/82
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TABLE V-2 :
SUMMARY OF CHEMICAL ANALYSIS NORTH LANDFILL

e

Conductance Phenol Fe Mn Cyanide O0il & Grease Benzenc Toluene Xylene Total BTX
Well ,«Date pHt umhos mng/1 mg/l  mwg/l mg/l mg/1 uq/l ug/1} ug/1 ug/1 Other
aA 12-27-82 7.8 5100 0.019 0.54 0.15 <0.004 - 4.0 1.0 36,0 4l 8
3-16-83 8.0 4900 0.025 3.7 0.1 - 3.4 12 6 136 154 -
"y 12-27-82 7.2 2650 <0.01 4.0 0.36 <0.004 - . 4.0 4.0 20.0 24 @
3-16-83 7.9 3000 0.04 27 0.2 - 21,9 - 9 5 92 106 -
2 12-27-82 8.0 3750 <0.01 7.8 0,09 <0.004 - 210 33 <10 241 .
3-16-83 7.7 3500 0.032 25.6 0.16 - : 3.3 7 5 270 282 -
3 12-27-82 7.1 4500 0.011 0.7) 0.38 <0.004 - 220 <10 <10 220 @
3-16-83 7.9 4000 <0.01 3.3 0.27 - 1.5 5 5 S 15 -
6A 12-27-82 7.3 1550 0.213 0.15 0.15 <0.004 - 14 32 <10 46 #
3-16-83 8.0 1380 0.262 7.0 0.19 - 4.3 15 28 50 93 -
{
oA 12-27-82 8.5 2200 0.253 0.10 <0.01 <0.004 - <1.0 <1.0 <1.0 <1.0
3-16-83 8.1 860 0.12 0.29 0.01 - - - - - - -
48 12-27-82 7.1 1500 <0.01 0.09 <0.01 <0.004 - 6.0 1.0 <1.0 7.0
3-16-83 8.1 1250 <0.0) 0.07 0.0} - 3.3 ] S ) 15 -
5 12-27-82 7.2 910 <0.01 0,02 <0.01 <0.004 - <1.,0 <l1.0 <1.0 <1.0
3-16-83 8.0 1180 <0.01 <0.01 0.03 - - - - - - -
6B 12-27-82 7.3 3500 <0.01 0.07 <0.01 <0.004 - . <1.0 <1.0 <1.0 <1.0
3-16-83 7.9 520 <0,01 0.13 0.02 - 2.0 5 S S 15 -
2 12-27-82 7.0 5400 <0.01 0.34 0.02 <0.004 - <1.0 <1.0 <i.0 <1.0
3-16-83 8.0 4600 0.027 0.11 0.04 - - - - - -
0B 12-27-82 7.1 8100 <0.01 0.32 0.07 <0.004 - <1.0 <1.0 <1.0 <1.0
3-16-83 7.1

6500 0.167 0.04 0.06 - - - - - -

-not analyzed

'
N
: S  sChlorobenze suspected

o
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ranging fron~% to 282 ppb. The highest concentrations of these
parameters were found in the shallow walls. This study is still in
progress and preliminary results have also indicated the presence of
chloroform (Scott, 1983).

Soil and groundwater analyses are also available for the South
Landfill (Calocerinos and Spina, 1981b); Well locations are shown on
Figure V-3. Complete groundwater analyses for 1981 are included in
Appendix A. Cyanides ranging in concentration from 0.007-0.015 ppm and
total organic carbon ranging from 15-60 ppm were detected.

|
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FIGURE V-3 SAMPLING LOCATIONS CROUSE-HINDS SOUTH LANDFILL
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SECTION VI
ASSESSMENT OF ADECUACY OF DATA

3ita: Crouse Hinds

HRS Data Requiremant

Comments on Data

Observed Release

Ground Water

Surface Water

Alr

Route Characteristics

Ground Water

Surface Water

Air

Containment

Wasta Characteristics

Targets

OCbserved Incident

Accessibility

Data available, adequate for HRS
evaluation.

Data available, adequate faor HRS
evaluation.

No available data, field data
collection recommended.

Data available, adequata for HRS
evaluation.

Data available, adequate for HRS
evaluation.

Data available, adequata for HRS
evaluation.

Information available, adequats for HRS
evaluation.

Information available, adequate for HRS
evaluation.

Insufficient information, more ground
watar target data collection
reccmmanded ,

Information available ravealed no
report of incident. No further
investigation recommended.

Adequate information available.

53~




SECTION VII

PHASE II WCRX PLAN

Sits: Crouse Hinds

Objectives

The objectives of the Phase II activities are:

o] To collect additional field data necessary to complete the HRS
scoring.

o To perform a conceptual evaluation of remedial alternatives and
estimata budgetary costs for the most likely alternative.

O To prepare a site investigation report.

The additional field data required to completa the HRS are defined
as follows: '

Air - An air monitoring survey with an QVA meter is recommended to
check the air quality above the surface of the sita.

1M AP~ T 10T o Y, TNV )
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FOR STATE USE ONLY

SEW YORK STATL DEAARIMENT UF ENVIKUNMLNIAL o NS Ly A fieoe e ToxTT TG
.~ APPLICATION FUR APPROVAL TO OPERATE — 345 25|
A SOLID WASTE MANAGEME :

CiEPARTMENT ACTION

APPLICATION INSTRUCTIONS ON REVERSE SIDE

NT FACILITY_ - = DATE

l = Approved [ Disapproved

Sm——

|
?

JWRER'S NAME 1. ADCHESS Tireer T —u&"“ﬁt__[..u 3. Teiegnone No.

I : 3 foany acuse, N.Y.13221 - |
rouse-Hinds Ccmpany Wolf & 7en Norup Ses.."'" ! - :77 7000
IPERATOR'S NAME 3. Emmw...m . Tgleangae No. —

Construction Materials Products | Wolf & 7en Norén“ .“"' gycacuse, N.Y.13221 4%‘%508 |
AP ]

ENGINEER"S NAME Bevns d. ADORESS (Slrevt, (i, Tmmm————r .ol 9. Telephone Na. |
jCalocerinos & Spina Cons.Engr. 1020 7th North s:’ gy ACuse, N.Y. 457-6711 !
i L 3 4

ON=SITE SUPERVISOR 11. ADORESS (Street. iy, TramerTrp ©a¥) 12, Telephone Na. 1
R. J. Francis Wolf & 7th Norey Ses.3yracuse, N.Y.13221 477-5371 |
§ A5 THE INDIVIDUAL NAMED (N ITEM 10 ATTENDED A DEPARTMENT SPUNSOREG OR ArvRQ VLU TRAINING COURSE!

i (CJves Date Course Title Locajign Xy Vo

1, PROJECT/FACILITY NAME
iorth Landfill

Q. TYPE OF PROJECT PACILITIES: (] Composung
% ( Resource Recovery-Energy
HCAAS THIS DEPAR

15, COUNTY 15 whICH FACILITY IS LOCATED
Onondaga REGION v

D Transfer  (J Shredding (] Saing [ Samuary Landfill T Incineration  ( Pyrolysis

O Resource Recovery-Matariais (] OtheérNon-putrescible ,non~hazardous,solid waste facilit:

16, ENVIRONMENTAL CONSERVATION

ER APPROVED PLANS AND SPECIFICATIONS =
AND/OR ENGINEERING REPORTS FOR THIS FACILITY? [ Yes L s— L 253 -
. Li5T WASTES NOT ACCEPTED

2 1.
N 2.
5 3o

All putrascible wastas
All hazardous wastes
All toxic wastas

- SerLY GESCRIBE GPERATION

{ The North Landfill is an axisting solid waste management site for the disposal of non-
§ putrescible, non-hazardous, non-toxic industrial waste. The North Landfill includes 21.02%

M acres of land. Thers is an existing garage on site, and fire protection is provided by an
3 on~-3ite hydrant connected to a nearby water main. .

The golid waste generated consisats mainly of sand,

B dust, solid plastic waste, and other non-putxescible, non-hazardous, non-toxic solid waste

B cenerated in the plant. This matarial is collacted in dumpsters, and transported by contract
hauler to the North Landfill.

cupola drop, core butts, sly baghousa

! The material is deposited in cells and coverad with a suitable cover material. Operations
) and gite maintenance are provided by an outside contractor..

. Three(3) cased monitoring wells were drilled in Oct.80 & Feb.8land

ground water samplag
j Yere taken for analysis by an outside consulting engineering firm. '

*f

ACILITY IS A SANITARY LANDFILL, PROVIDE THE FOLLOWING INFORMATION:
(BB & Total ugeable area: (Acres) b. Oigtance to nearest ofisite, downgradient,
Inatially Cumemiy watsr supply wail Fest

DICATE WHICH ATTACHMENTS, IF ANY, ARE INCLUDED WITH THIS APPLICATION:
S Form 4721922 or SWe? O Overations Plan & Report R USCS Tapographic Map (] Recard Forms
b Congtruction Cartificate Soring Logs ——m, (2 Watar Samole Anal

€. Ne. 0f groundwater monitoring wells
Upsradiend Downgradient

Q Other

VLFICATION:

! hereby affirm under penality of perjuty that information provided on thes
Seliet. False statements made hereia are oumshabie as a C/4ss A

v@m

L

nm‘m

ciied slatemants and exhibils is trug 10 the best of my knowledge
(10 Section 210.45 of the Penal Law.

Cr

OB Date
o h\ﬁ‘”.‘:"—' " .

g S s g T

- ST,
i T e e
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g Calocerings & Spina ENVIRCNMENTAL
CONSULTING ENGINEERS LABORATORY

1CZ0 Sevanch Nerzh Streat. Liverscal, NY 12C38 - (319 <ST-5711

To: - Crouse-Hinds Company Cate: november 3. 1580

Wolf and 7th North Streets : ’

Syracuse, New York File No. 424.003
Attenticn: My, Dave Ronkainen Sampie No. 5677

Facilities
—— = ANALYSIS REPORT

Source (Crouse-Hinds Date Colleczed 10/24/80 Cate Received 10/27/80
Lecation Leachate Sample #1 Time c:c.:mecm N/A Sarmpie Type -Grab
Paramater Result Parametsr Resuit
Total Suspended Solids - 162.0 mg/1 Chromium - Total . <0.01 mg/1

Cyanides <0.004 mg/1 Lead .

011 and Grease - <5. mg/1 ~| Nickel 0.03 mg/T)

Cadmium ‘ 0.02 mg/1 >Zinc 0.41 mg/1
Chromium - Hex. <0.004%mg/1 pH 7.4

A1l analyses were conducted using EPA
“Methods for Chemical Analysis of Water
and Wastes (1979)“ or “Standard Methods
(14th Edition)."
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¥ Calocerinos & Spina ENVIRONMENTAL
A CONSULTING ENGINEERS LABORATORY

-
LT

To: (Crouse Hinds Company
Wolf & 7th North Streets
Syracuse, New York

Awttention: Dave Ronkainen

10V20 Seventn Nortn Screet. L.verpool NY 13CE8 - (315) 487-671

Qate: February 26, 1981
Fie No. 424.003

Sample No. 357

ANALYS!S REPQORT

Source  Cpoyse Hinds Co. Date Collected 2/23/31 Oste Receved  2/23/81
Location yal] #2 Time Collected N/A Sampie Type Grab
Parametar Result | Parametar Result
Total Suspended Solids 1,970. mg/1 Chromium Total Soluble <0.01 mg/1
Cyanides Total Soluble 0.021 mg/1 Lead Soluble .-_ <0.02 mg/1
0i1 & Grease 17.5 mg/1 ™| Nickel Soluble <0.01 mg/1
Cadmium Soluble ' <0.01 mg/1 Zinc Soluble ) 0.12 mg/1
Chromium Hex. Soluble <0.004"mg/1 pH . ' 7.7

A1l analyses were conducted using EPA
“Methods for Chemical Analysis of Water
and Wastes (1979)" or "Standard Methods

(14th Edition)."
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Calocerinos & Sgina

ENVIRCNMENT AL
CONSULTING ENGINEERS

_ . LASORATORY
2 1C20 Saverch Ncoren Scraec. Lvercocl NY 13CSS - (24 CBTV.Z7
To: Crouse-Hinds Company Oate: November 3, 1350
Wolf and 7th North Strests
Syracuse, New York . File Nec. 424.003
)]
Attenticn: My, Bave Ronkainen Sample Ne. 2679
Facilities : , ‘
—— A NALYSIS REPORT’
Source Crouse-Hinds - Date Callectee 10/24/80 Cate Recsived 10/27/80

Location |eachate .Samp'(e #3 Time Callectaa N/A © % Sample Tyge Grab

 n R N NN

Parameter Resuit Parametar . Resuit
Total Suspended Solids 9176, mg/1 ‘+ Chromium - Total 0.40 mg/1
Cyanides <0.004 mg/1 Lead , 1.0 mg/1
0i1 and Grease <5. mg/1- Nickel =~ - T 0.40 mgh
'Cadm‘lum. ' <C.tmgft -= | Zine  ~ © 4.8 mg/1
Chromium - Hex. <0.004 mg/1 | pH 7.5

A1l analyses were conducted using EPA B

"Methods for Chemical Analysis of Watar

and Hastes (1979)" or "Standard Methods

(14th Edition)."




- DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENT AL CONSERVATION PR :
APPLICATION FOR VARIANCE FROM 6 NYCRR 360 e ARTRENT A CTION — '\\_“'
€E APPUCATION INSTRUCTIONS ON REVERSE SIOE G Aopraved [ Disagproved ,.

2. ADDRESS (Straet, City, State, Zip Code) 3, Teiepnone No.

Wolf & 7th North S v 7 11231 77-=2000
5. ADDRESS (Straet, City, State, Zip Code) &, Telephone Na.
olf & 7th North Sts.,Syracuse, N.Y.13221 477=7000

% UPERATOR’S NAME
Constriction Mat'l.Pred. Divn

7. eNGINEER'S NAME 3. AQDRESS (Street, City, State, Zlp Cade) 9. Teleghone No.
; Ccalccerinos & Spina 020 7th North St.,Syracuse, N.Y. 13221 7-6711
10. PROJECT/FACILITY NAME -
North Landfill
12. COUNTY IN WHICH FACILITY IS LQCATED 13. ENVIRONMENTAL CONSERVATION RECION

11. PROJECT STATUS

"l O Public (] Private (J Proposed X8 Bxisting Onondaca _Region 47
4. DESCRIBE SPECIFIC LOCATION QF FACILITY

The North Landfill is a21,0243cre plot of land located northeast of 7th North St., and
betwaen Ley Creek and the Conrail - right of way. It is bounded on the scuthwest by 7th

Norzh St., on the northwest by an East Plaza right-of-way, on the northeast by East Plaza,
| Inc. property, and on the southeast bY Conrail Property.

5. TYPE OF PRO)ECT FACILITIES: (J Composting (] Transter Q Stwedding (J Baling (] Sanitary Landiill  Incineralion  J Pyrolysis

(3 Resource Recovery-Energy (] Resource Recovery-Materials E‘Olﬂﬂnnﬁ:tresle non-hazardou =
o BRIEFLY OESCAIBE THE PRO)JECT INCLUDING THE BASIC PROCESS AND MAOR CORPORENLAL Wastie Mans ;
Existing industrial waste maragement site for the disposal of non-putrescible, non-hazardous

I’ non-toxic industrial waste.

17, SPECIFIC PROVISION 7 6 NYCHA 360 FROM WHICH A VARIANCE 15 REQUESTED: Section | Paragiagh | vananca Requast Na.
360 8 Al =3

18. BRIEFLY OZSCRIBE PROPOSED VARIANCE
(See attached Exhibit # 1

19. IMPACTS-OF VARIANCE APPROVAL OR DISAPPROVAL:
3. Environmenial impact:

No appraeciable impact

‘P

b. Economic Impact:

Not applicable 1

0. CERTIFICA = -
ICATION: .
| hetedy aifirm under penaity of perjury that information ided oa tis 1,4 and attacited staterments a0d oxhibits 19 rue (o the best of my knowledge and

pursuant to. Saction 210.43 of the pefial Law.

batiel. Faise statements made hefein are m;aeu: as 2 Cldss A musd "
H N 7

Y- 3-F( \ A A4 K
Oate N’ ! | Signature ang litle
47198 ( ] lf
CENTRAL OFFICE COPY

Fomerly SWe23
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- 18. Variances are requested for the following general requirements

* Ao r——.

senzed in

L]

(0]

T

Section 360.8, paragraphs a and b.

A.

1.

"360.3 Facilities requirements"”

a) Paragraph (a) (5)"Access to facilities shall be permitted only when an
attendant is on duty.”

The north landfill is a private facility for the disposal of Crouse-Hinds
solid waste. Entrance to the management area is controlled by a wire cable
gace and padlcck. Crouse-Hinds security and the contractor who maintains
pProper cperation of the area have keys. : :

Access is limited and controlled. A full time attendant is not required to
gquarantee the security of the sits.

a) {12) "Adequately heated and lighted shelters for operating personnel shall
be provided for the facility. A safe drinking water supply, sanitarxy toilet
facilities, and telephone or radio communication shall also be provided.

An attendant is not required to guarantee site security. Facilities on site
for an attendant are not required.,

b) {1.) (viii) "Cover material and drainage control structures shall be de-
signed, graded, and maintained to prevent ponding and erosion, and to reduce
to a minimum infiltration of water into the solid waste cells, consistent
with the operation permit and with this part®, - '

The solid waste deposited in the north landfill is non-hazardous, non-=toxiec,

and non-putrescible. Infiltration into the landfill will not create a v
leachate problem. Sampling results from three monitoring wells has not shown

any significant ground water contamination.
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New York State Department of Environmental Conservation e
MEMORANDUM - e
\

e Braesn, Bopiem 5 CI3 > U X4

360 Review for Crouse-Hinds Landfill

October 22, 1981

Attached are a revised engineering report and several variance requests

for the subject project. Please review and comment on the significance
of the variance requests.

attach.

CJB/1lms

e LAy

TTra




15 (1/75)

New York State Department of Environmenial Conservation

MEMORANDUM

TO: iz. 0'Toole = Room 405
PROM: Mr. Branagh, Ragion 7 (:)’B
SUBJECT: Crousa-Hiads, 360 Permit Applicacion

DATE; December 17, 1981

The subject company has asked for several variances from the 360 regulations:

l. Liner, leachate collection and storage
2. Final cover of permeability 10~5 cm/sec
3. TFinal area closer to sits boundafi_gg_ than 50 feet

H What concerns me about expansion of the landfill into the wetland area (assuming
a watlands permit is issued) is whether water mounding into the £ill will cause

ﬁ leaching that will cause a problem. The engineers' report does show that
mounding has occurred at this site but may have elavaced only irom, manganese

h and phenol in groundwater and does not appear to have affected surface water

*. quality to aay significant degree.

" Since the groundwater at the subject sita is not uscd for dzinking purposas

and mainly feeds Ley Creak, which apparently showsksignifican:ly/no clevated

levels of iron, manganese and phenol & variance from the Titer Taquirements

and five foot separation betwsen groundwater and f£ill macerial seems appropriace

to me.

Whila £illing will be restricted in any permit issued to Crouse-Hinds to areas
outside the floodway I also feel that six inches of cover suitable for vegetative
growth is more suited to this than the 24" required of normal sanitary
landfills. However, at the northwestern adge of the fill adjacent and closest
area to Ley Creek the final embankment should have the standard 24 iach

and vegetation for added protection during £lood -events. What are your

thoughts on this matter and agreement with the variance requasts?

cc: Mr, Vaas , ‘,!" ! \\\(’I%V
&. Bahn \d.;b . ;9 ‘.‘)1
YL T e T
CJB/1lms Ja\‘ ¢ v ( \‘: 0 .
TNt
o, e’ Y
60'*' “ ~ ;r". ol/ (-v,b‘eb‘
v /"L vV
AR - ~
V. € t -

| RECEIVED
Oty 03 198t

d Mllﬂida'-’l wwﬂ
wﬂ" ian of Solid Wase
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TO:s
FROM:
SUBJECT:

OATE:

N \/‘ o TR t/'/ ', .
New York State Department of Environmental Conservation

MEMORANDUM

C. Branagh, Hegion 7
Co Sastry, Dive. of Solid Waste
Crouse-iiinds Co. North Landfill Site Report (Cnaondaga Co.)

April 23, 198l

The solid waste management facility report for the above referenced
facility (dated March 5, 1981) was reviewed by our staff and we have
the following ccaments:

i. 7his report does not fulfiil the requirements of Part 360 applicatiaon
needs in several areas.

2. There is no information on scil borings/logs. Scdl characteristics
including permeability should be included in the report.

3+ The report admits that "the landfill is located in a 100 year storm
flood plain®, Bubt there is absalutely no mention as to how this
violaticn of Part 360 is to be rectified.

ke ‘he applicant did not provide plans describing the final grades
drainage, leachate collection and treatment/isposal. ’

5 According to the report " .ee mdismwawﬂ. The
report does not bother to explain as to how this situation can be
modified to satisfy the Department's regulationse.

6. The statement ",.. lavel muck seil that is saturated with water',
indicates that this site cannot meet the &oundwater separatiom requirements.

7. There islnoini;om‘ation about ths quantity, quality or source for
cover material to be used at the facility. '

to be imprudent. 4 closed lamifil site in all, likelihood will not be
able to handle the loads impes:d by < industrial/manufacturing facility.

9. The report did not deal with surety requirements (effective May 5,
198L) of Part 360.

10. The analysis of water samples indicates that Ley Creeck is cantamination

free. But, well No. zmrehﬁvewmghﬁluadmnidesmdm:
has to be locked into cloaely'dnn.ngnwuresampungmbses.

CS:ka

cc: ':}(@

L. Gross




Moo Yorle Siato Doparimant oi Cnvironmonial Consecrvaiion
Begsonanoun

& YO Charles Branagh, Region 7 ‘ )
ﬁ FROM; Cheruvu Sastry, Bureau of Waste Disposal

SUBJECT:  Crouse-Hlinds Co. North Land€:i1l Site, Town of Salina (Cnondaga County)

OATE: April 28, 1981

Subsequent to my review of the above referenced facility (Memo
- from Sastry to Branagh, 4/23/81), I gathered some additional informution
about flood hazard aspects of the site. The attached sheet is a copy of

the preliminary Floed Hazard Boundary Map (F.H.B.M.) prepared by F.E.M.A.
wnich will be used Salina Town to revise their zoning maps. This

- document indicates T about 90 percent of the landfill is i
= by the base floed. :

The F.E.M.A. Report also indicates that the base flood elevation
. of_Le{ngreek at the 7th North Street Crossing is about 374,5+ (N.G.V.D.).

ormation suggests that the facility-may not satisfy RCRA Criteria
i for floodplain, I strongly recommend that the applicant be required to
. modify the design to Prevent encroachment: of flood: waters. :

—o

0
> 0

- L i

-
. )
. ‘- -

Attachment

cc: L. Grossﬁégion 7
,E‘//B@lﬁ’ TS Tt B
X e
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1 ‘q
{ NEW YORK STATE FOR STATE USE QNLY . :‘%
DCIPARTMENT UF LNVIRUNMENTAL CUNSLRVATIQN © PRUILET NO. TOATE RCLIVED m b
APPLICATION FOR VARIANCE FROM 6 NYCRR 360 -"‘
DEPARTMENT ACTION DATE .
mngPPUCATION INSTRUCTIONS ON REVERSE SIDE C Aoproved [ Disaoproved
i JWNER'S NAME 2. ADDRESS (Sircet, City, State, Zip Code) 3. Teiepnone No. i
wCrouse-Hinds Company Wol se. NY 13221 1(315) 477-
B SPERATOR'S NAME . 5. ADORESS (Street, City, State, Zip Code) 6. Telepnone No,
& Construction Mat'l. Prod. Div. | Woif & 7th N. Sts., Syracuse, NY 13221 (315) 477-7000
T.JENGINEER'S NAME 8. ADDRESS (Street, City, State, Zip Code) 9. Tele NO.
3 calocerinos & Spina 1020 7th N. St., Liverpool, NY 13088 (315Yw$§7-6711
B <0 ECT/FACILITY NAME
W sorth Landfill
LZT7RGIECT STATUS 12, COUNTY IN WHICH FACILITY IS LOCATED 13. ENVIRONMENTAL CONSERVATION RECION
- O Public 7] Private (] Prugased )] Eaisting Onondaga Region #7
BT DESCRIBE SPECIFIC LOCATION OF FACILTY

- Facility is located on Seventh North Street in Syracuse and is situated between Ley
P Creek and Crouse-Hinds Company's Plant.

-

18, TYPE OF PROJECT FACILITIES: (D Composting (3 Transfer (J Shredding (] Baling
| (3 Resource RecaverysEnergy (] Rescurce Recovery=waterials X3 Other _Lndustri
. .. SRIEFLY DESCRIBE THE RO JECT INCLUDING THE BASIC PROCESS AND MA JOR COMPONENTS

(] Sansary Landfill [ tacineration [ Pyroiysis

Existing %ndustr1a1 waste management site for the disposal of non-putrescible, non-
hazardous, non-toxic industrial waste.

F\7. SPECIFIC PROVISION OF 6 NYCRR 360 FROM WHICH A VARIANCE 1S REQUESTED: on Par Variancg Request No.
T O <2k A D B

8. GRIEFLY DESCRISE PROPOSED VARIANCE

No natural or artificial liner that restricts infiltration to the equivalent of five
feet of soil at a hydraulic conductivity of 10~5 cm/sec or less and no system for
leachate collection and storage will be provided. Presently, no such provisions are
used at the Tandfill site.

9. IMPACTS OF VARIANCE APPROVAL OR DISAPPROVAL:

_ . Eavironmantal Impact: P

Ground water analyses indicate minimal contaminant production by the North Landfill
with its current operating practice. Therefore, no adverse environmental impact will
result from this variance.

b. Ezonomic Impact:

The cost of liner placement, and leachate collection and storage would pose an
timnegessary financial burden upon Crouse-Hinds Company since contaminant production
s minimal. S '

e

<~
)ﬁé«l statements and exhibits is true (o the best of my knowledge ard
10 Sectipn 210.45 of the Pensl Law.

8, CERTIFICATION:
. ! heredy alfirm under penalty of perjury that iaf an this |
het. Fiige staiements made herein ase punishable as 2 Class A misdemeancy

(2 je=f/ =7,/

W
N / Signature and litle
CENTRAL/CFFICE COPY
. 1

—r " < I S —




NEW YURK STATE . . ' FOR STATE USE ONLY !
DEPARTMENT OF CNVIRUNMENTAL CUNSERVATIUN ii'nu IECT NQ. '\mre ECEIVED
| \

APPLICATION FOR VARIANCE FROM 6 NYCRR 360 s

DEPARTMENT ACTION OATE .
\PPUCATION INSTRUCTIONS ON REVERSE SIDE l — Aporaved T Disapproved ‘ i
PV GWNER'S NAM? 2. ADDHESS (Steeet, Cuy, State, LHip Cou:; J.AToluumne .
K Crouse-Hinds Company Wolf & 7th N. Sts., Syracuse, NY 13221 (315) 477-7CCO l
' PERATOR’S NAME S. ADDRESS (Street, City, State, Zip Code) 6, Teleqnone “a,
T omaction Mat'l. Prod. Div. | Wolf & 7th N. Sts.» Syracuse, NY 13221  |(318}477:7000
R~ ENGINEER'S NAME 8. ADDRESS (Street, City, State, Zip Code) 9, Telegnane Na,
Calocerinas & Spina 1020 7th N. St., Liverpool, NY 13088 (3153 457-6711
ROJECT/FACILITY NAME
horth Landfill
'Wnonscr STATUS 12, COUNTY IN WHICH FACILITY iS LOCATED 11, ENVIRONMENTAL CONSERVATION KECION

0 Public (J Private I Proposed K] Existing Onondaga Region #7
ESCAIBE SPECIFIC LOCATION OF FACILITY . : ;

fFacility is located on Seventh North Street in Syracuse and is situated between Ley
JiCreek and Crouse-Hinds Company's Plant.

3. TYPE OF PROJECT FACILITIES: (] Composting (J Transfar (5 Shredding (3 8aling Sanstary Landfil) (3 Incinerat Pyralysis
1ndust§%a1 Waste Management°1réa

g' {3 Resource RecoveryeEnergy (] Resource Recgvery-Materials  X] Other

g’i‘ EFLY DESCRIBE THE PROJECT INCLUDING THE BASIC PROCESS AND MAJOR COMPONENTS -

m Existing industrial waste management site for the disposal of non-putrescible, nen-
hazardous, non-toxic industrial waste.

3,37, SPECIFIC PROVISION OF 6 NYCAR 160 FROM WHICH A VARIANCE 1S REQUESTED: Section Par! Varia
8,17, E 3 Requast M
Seoranr "% | Varange Requast No.

BRIEPLY DESCRIBE PROPOSED VARIANCE
Fi1l Areas will extend closer than fifty feet from the property line. Prasently,
d| solid waste extends to the property line along the northern border of the landfill.

2 This conforms to the existing topography of land in the area in which an abandoned
1andfill (Town of Salina) across Ley Creek extends to within fifty feet of the creek.

IMPACTS OF VARIANCE APPROVAL OR DISAPPROVAL: .
a. Env ronmental Impact:

The existing 1andfill does not infringe upon any adjacent operation, therefore, a -
no adverse environmental impact will result from this variance. :

b. Economic impact:

Reduction of the extent of the landfill to fifty feet from the property boundary
would pose a Substantial financial burden upon Crouse-Hinds Company.

b3

A CERTIFICATION: /
I Meredy affirm under penzity of perjury that infarmation provided on this and aiachyd mants and axbibits i trua to the best of my knawledge and
beniat. Faise siatements made herein are pusishable as 3 Class A misdemeancy pursuapt to/Section 210.45 of the Peral Law.
;'.'(," /

/¢ Q-7

Date ~ =g 7 Signature and litie

CENTRAL OFFIGE COPY
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Calacerinaos & Spina
CONSULTING ENCINGERS

1020 Seventh North Streee, Liverpool, NY 13C88 - (315) 4575711

October 6, 1981

Crouse-Hinds Company .
Wolf and Seventh North Streets
Syracuse, New York 13221

Attention: Mr. Ronald Francis

Manager-Facilitias Engineering
and Services

Re: Evaluation of the South Landfil]
File: 424,006

Gentlemen:

We have completed our investigation of the groundwater Gguality and the
soil characteristics at the South Landfill. Groundwater beneath the landfill
is of accpetable quality and should not be of concern to Crouse-Hinds Company.
Soil and groundwater analyses indicate that presence of foundry sand, municipal
waste and an isolated pocket of zinc bearing sludge. A1l waste material
appears to be highly stabilized and, therefore, groundwater quality should not
be significantly affected in the future. _

Soil Borinas

On June 24, 1981, Parratt-Wolf Incorporated installed three groﬁﬁdwater
monitoring wells and performed subsurface soil investigations. Well locations
are shown in Figure 1, -

—~~—

Soil samples were collected at 5-foot 1ntervéfs, Sampling methods, as
described by Parratt-Wolf, are enclosed. The physical and chemical character-
fstics of the samples have been determined. '

Soil Characteristics - Physical

The attached soil borings indicate three distinct soil strata at the
South Landfill. The uppermost layer consists of fill which includes foundry
sand, municipal waste, wood scraps and other inert construction materials.
This layer is 10-to-15 feet thick in most locations. An extensive peat stratum,
approximately S5-feet thick, underlies this fill material. The bottom layer is
a sandy silt of high compaction.

As a result of the soil stratification, most groundwater flow occurs in
the peat stratum. Parratt-Wolf estimated the permeability of this layer to be
approximately 2.7 x 10°3 cm/sec. (7.74 ft./dayg. This value conforms to soil
having a moderate to high permeability. Groundwater is approximately S-to-10-feet
below the ground surface.

AN EGUAL COBSCRATUNTY aMEN QYEeR
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Crouse-Hinds Ccmpany .
Page 2
October 6, 1981

The soil profile at the South Landfill is similar to the North Landfill
with peat and silt underlying sandy foundry waste.

Soil Characteristics - Channel .

Chemical analyses performed on the soil confirm the disposal of foundry
sand and municipal waste. In addition, it is probable that zinc bearing
sludge was disposed near well No. 2. These results are given in Table 1.

The presence of foundry sand is substantiatad by the elevated iron content
at samples collected at well Nos. 2 and 3. Chloride, detected at well No. 3,
is most likely leached from municipal waste. The zinc content, determined at
well No. 2, suggests that an isolated pocket of zinc bearing sludge may have
been deposited at this location. In addition, it is possible that some lead
containing waste, such as paint, may have been deposited near well No. 3.
However, these values are not that abnormal.

It should be noted that lead and zinc (zinc hydroxide) are highly insol-
uble in water and should, therefore, remain in the solid phasea.

- . .

Groundwater Analyses

-

Groundwater analyses, shown in Table 2, also indicate that foundry sand
and municipal waste have been disposed in the South Landfill. However, a
cemparison of this Table to Table 5.2 (North Landfill) {1lustrates that ground-
water is of higher quality than observed at the North Landfill. This indicates
that most constituents have already been leached from the waste material and
groundwater quality should continue to_jmpcovezg._ .

The presence of founry waste is indicated 'by the elevated iron content of
groundwater at well Nos. 2 and 3. Howeéver, groundwater in this area.appears
to already have a natural iron content in excess of Class GA groundwater
Standards due to the wetland location. Manganese, which also exceeds Class GA
grogndwater standards, {s contributed frem both natural scurces and foundry
sand. _

Zinc is present in concentrations commonly found in natural groundwater.
Concentrations measured at well No. 2 indicate zinc is not leaching rapidly
from the zinc bearing sludge.

The presence of munic¥pal waste s supported by the high dissolved solids
content (specific conductivity) of the groundwater. This is attributed to
calcium, sodium and potassium, which are typically found in leachate from
municipal waste. The low organic content (Total Organic Carbon) demonstrates
that most biodegradable compounds have been removed from municipal waste.
This observation is also supported by the low concentrations of nitrates and
cyanides, which are associated with biological activity.




Crouse-Hinds Company
Page 3
October 6, 1581 ] -

Another indication that the waste material in the South Landfill is
highly stabilized is the consistency of parameter concentrations during wet
and dry periods.

X

Finally, constituents to be most concerned about (cvanides, hexavalent
chromium, lead and nickel) are well below Class GA groundwater standards.

Groundwater Flow

Groundwater flow direction and rate are shown on Figure 1. As indicated,
groundwater travels in a westeirly direction at an approximate rate of 6 ft./
year. This was determined from water level measurements in the three monitoring
wells and the permeability of the peat stratum.

Summary

In summary, the data resulting from our investigation suggests that the
South Landfill is not currently causing any serious environmental problems,
with either the groundwater or the adjacent surface waters in Ley Creek. The
data tends to support the conclusion that many of the contaminants have slowly
leached over the time since the landfill was abandoned and that further leaching
will be at a gradually decreasing rate resulting in gradual improvement in the
quality of the groundwater beneath the site.

Thank you for this opportunity to be of service.

+  Very truly yours,

~:§;§2§£RINOS & SPINA, N
4 :
Wﬂﬂw
Frank J. Spina, #.E.

FJS:RJG:d1c
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New York Siote Depariment of Znvirenmental Conservaiion

MEMORANDUM

Charles Branagh, Regional Solid Waste Engineer, Region 7

Cheruwvu L. Sastry, Burcau of Municipul Waste

Crouse-Hinds Landfill - Variance Requests as Suggested by your memorandum
of December 17, 1981

January 15, 1982

The applicant, in my viewpoint, did not satisfy the require-
ments of 360.1(e) to justify the variance requests. The landfill under
consideration is located in an environmentally sensitive area being
adjacent to wetlands and floodplains. Under these circumstances, it

- is behooving on the part of the applicant to demonstrate that continued

operations will not exacerbate the existing conditions.
Major portions of the deficiencies I pointed cut before
(Sastry to Branagh, 4/23/81 and Sastry to Branagh, 4/28/81) were
neither addressed nor corrected. Before the Department staff is asked
to spend an unreasonable amount of cffort in reviewing the variances,

the issues of wetlands, floodplain encroachment and deficiencies referred
to before should be resolved. -

I strongly recommend that the applicant be requested to modify
the design to remove the aforementioned drawbacks.- Also the request for
variances should be accompanied by appropriate documentation te-justify
the need for variance satisfying the 360.1(e) needs.

A copy of Demmis Wolterding's observatians describing additional
deficiencies of the application/engineering report is attached. _

o

[
)

Attachment

cc: Larry Gross- -
Earl Bazcomb '
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e oeasT A wesmEe -t bass o

L T TS




= Co emmmm—

New York State Copartment of cnvironmental Conservation

MEMORANDU i ’79 I/r
G Cheruvu Sastry, Senior Sanitary Engincer L
FROM: Cennis Welterding, Senior Engineering Ceologist e~~~
UBJECT: North Landfill (34S2S) - Review of 6 NYCRR Part 360 Application of Crouse-Hinds

Company to Operate a Solid Waste Disposal Facility, Onondaga County, New York
CATE: January 15, 1982

\H

il oS piak

As asked, I have reviewed the engineering (Calocerinos and Spina
or C § S, October 1981) and appurtenant documents submitted by Crouse Hinds
Cempany in support of its 6 NYCRR Part 360 application to operate the North
Landfill, Onondaga County, New York. In so doing, I have paid particular
attention to the Applicant's requests for variances (Branagh to O'Toole,
12/17/81), from the liner/leachate-collection and final-cover requirements
(360.8(b) (1) (xvii) and 360.1(C) (13), respectively) of the regulation and
the technical evidence put forth in support of them,

In general, it appears that the Crouse-Hinds submittal remains
incomplete despite past regulatory review (Sastry to Branagh, 4/23/81;
4/28/81). For example, it has been Tepeatedly pointed out that the North
Landfill is substantially (90 percent according to the Ley Creek Flocd
Map, Sastry to Branagh, 4/28/81) within the 100-year flood
- Nevertheless, the Applicant's Engineer, (C § S, 10/81;
only assure us that "opsration of (the) will :
upon landfilled waste' without i
submitting a {loocd hazard assessment to back up the statement (Calocerinos !
and Spina reference their drainage study of May, 1974, but do not append !
it). Although Ley Creek chamnel improvements may drop the base flood level ;
to no l;;.zer than U.S.G.S. +372 as Calocerinos and Spina, p. 5, aver, there o
i i 'cationthatsuchimrovementswillbeforthco:@gmthenear ’
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accordingly, to be subject to immdation and possible washaut. Nor is their
issue strictly one of permit eligibility for North Landfill; the prelimi
F.E.M.A. data suggests that the facility may be violating the Flood Plains
Criteria (40 CFR Paxt 257.3-1)s'of the Resource Conservation and Recovery
Act (RCRA). Such violation will constitute "open dumping'* and necessitate
upgrading (or closure) of the site. It would aiso effectively preclude the
granting of a Part 360 permit pending remediation.

The impact of Ley Creek floodingontheland.filli.snottheonly
- I matter glossed over in the submittal: Surface water pollution-prevention
‘ including drainage and erosion-control measures, is hardly touched upan;

detailed design, operations and final closure drawings are absent; the
contingency plan lacks substantive strategies (C § S, p. 31); and the sub-
surface investigation is incomplete., Further, some significant errors of fact
or logic also appear in the application. For example, the t's (DEC)
vertical separation requirement to groundwater (360.8(b) (1) (i))cis deemed
""not applicable” to the Crouse Hinds site (C § S Report, p. 35} supposedly
because it accepes only non-putrescible waste. In fact » unless specifically
exempted under Section 560.1(f) or elsewhere in the regulation, all solid
waste disposal facilities must meet this requirement. Since the test boring
data (C § S, Appendix II) for holes B-2A, B-3 and B-4 clearly shows that the

o
;
JEtE
i
g
:
:
;
S
§~
8

 wmee— o e smmivwere o s

water table is within the Crouse Hinds refuse - or put another way that no




separation to groundwater exists - the error is more than academic: In
addition to those already sought, another variance - from 360.8B(1)(i) -

is clearly needed by the Applicant. Less important, but indicative of

the quixotic thinking throughout the report, is the statement (C § S,

P. 34, Item 8) that "there is no blowing dust or sand present due to the
stable and relatively inert nature of the material". In fact, common dust
(predominantly silt-to-clay sized particles of quartzose~-feldspathic or
alumina-silicate composition) is quite "inert' and "'stable" but this hardly
prevents its blowing in a stiff breeze or invalidates Stoke's Law of particle
transportation. Further observationson the Crouse Hinds Application are
contained in the comments below.

Item A

The hydrogeological charxacterization of the Crouse-Hinds site is
based upon very limited subsurface data and is insufficient to sustain a
Part 360 application much less the far-reaching variancesasked for. Over
the 2l-acre expanse, only three (3) test borings appear to have been drilled
-(C & S, Appendix II) and these were abruptly terminated after (C§& S, p. 18)
"'approximately S-feet of penetration into native soil." From such limited
exploration, overburden stratigraphy - or the description and relatiomships
of individual soil horizons - remains uncertain. As a result, the likely
pathways of leachate migration below the site are highly speculative. From
borings B-2A and B-3, it appears that a permeable sand and silt directly
underlies the peat layers. If this horizon represents the upper portion
of the alluvial aquifer mapped by Kantrowitz (1970, Plate 1),a significant
avenue of leachate invasion may be present at the site. The limited number,
spacing and depth of the test holes (wells); the lacement of all three
within the fill (C § S Appendix II, and Sheet 3)3 &e Tack of accurace
In-situ permeability tests (C § S, p. 13); the absence of periodic water
level readings (no data given in report); and the abbreviated interval of
one month over which baseline groundwater quality data was obtained (C§s,
Table 5.2); all have the following serious implicatians for the submittal.

1. Groundwater flow lines (C § S, Figure 5.1), gradients,
and velocities cannot be firmly established since adequate
data to substantiate each does not exist. If lateral
hydraulic gradients at the North Landfill are computed
from the during-drilling water levels of Appendix II, then
they are apt to differ markedly from those based an static
head measurements in finished wells; differences will manifest as
deviations from predicted (C § S, Figure 5.1,p. 15) groundwater
flow directions and velocities (e.g., given as 15 feet/year in
the peat layer); time and destination of pollutant travel
will vary accordingly.

2. Sincs the Crouse-Hinds test wells are shallowly-screened
and unclustered, little haxrd information on vertical con-
taminant transport can Le gotten (Freeze and Cherry, 1979).
Thus, the extent of leachate invasion into granular facies
below the peat (such as the loose sand in B-2A or alluvial
aquifer of Kantrowitz, 1970) can neither be learned from
the present monitoring network nor quantitatively modelled
from the Applicant's subsurface data. Indeed, if density
mechanisms have led to stratification of the Crouse-Hinds'

. e RN i D - emmeeoe e e —
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leachate plume, as they do most others (USEPA, 1977),
water quality problems beneath the North Landfill could
be far more severe than now apparent (C § S, Table 5.2;
also Item B).

Owing to the paucity of test wells, the lateral spread

of contaminants beyond the North Landfill boundary (C § S,
Sheet 3) is uniknown. Bascd upon an admittedly rough estimation
(C &S, p. 13) of the peat layer's permeability of 7.74 ft/day
(i.e., 2.7 x 10> cm/sec) it is averred that (C § S, p. 27)
"...groundwater is retained within the landfill boundaries

an average of 40 years." Rather than theorize using data

of moot validity, it is recommended that a sufficient num-
ber of well clusters be installed at strategic places
peripheral to the fill to determine if such containment

has been achieved in the shallow and deep flow systems.

Since all three Crouse-Hinds monitoring wells penetrate
refuse (see borings, Appendix II) nane of the reported
water quality analyses (C § S, Table 5.2) can be presumed
to represent background geochemical conditions in the sub-
surface. While Well 3 may give the 'best indication' of
such conditions (C § S, p. 19) excessive iron levels
(C &S, p. 19) strongly suggest leachate influences there
also. Statistical analysis (Table 1) of iron levels in
Well #3 and in the overburden wells of the Eastern
Oswego Valley Basin (Kuntrowitz, 1970, Table 6) strongly
suggests that groundwater at the North Landfill is enriched
in the metal. Since the overburden wells are in formations
of greatly differing lithology (samnd and gravel, glacial till)
and since most of them are used for water and can be presumed
to have iron casings, this is a highly significent finding.
From the data available, I strongly believe Fe values in
Well #3 result primarily from leachate invasion of
system beneath. the North Landfill. -Whether occult leachate
t:ramggtfmmtherefusezonealougthemulusofeach
well led to spuriously high contaminant values in the
inm%i o refus. fr:: aes m& gradi
point, toring” e- areas i y up ent
(Southeast) and downgradient (west, northwest) of the land-
f111 is clearly indicated.

Though n(xgrg gn.d. be§§rddata. is needed, I concur \gth the
Teport » P 1at groundwater mounding is present
at the North Landfill. Mounding ocours at most facilities
located within or closc to the phreatic zone as refuse,
ordinarily more permeable than the surrounding substrate,

is preferentially recharged by precipitation (USEPA, 1977).
Leachate flow from a landfill mound has both lateral and
vertical components. In a fairly transmissible substrate,
primary discharge is to the aquifer. At the North Land£ill,
where a mixed suite of permeable and fairly impermeable soil
horizons appears to exist, hydraulic release of mounded fluid
may occur by both subsurface (infiltration of granular soils)
and surface (seeps from landfill toe) pathways. In the

absence of an impermeable cap which will lessen infiltration,

lah s )
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and a liner and leachate collection System, which will lcwer
hydraulic pressures,increased contaminant transport through
both these routes may Le anticipated as landfilling continues.

Item B

A major factor in the recent application and the variance sought
is the demonstrated contamination of the subsurface by the North Landfill.
While the report admits (C § S, p. 1) that phenols and iron have entered
the groundwater system, it assures us that this is not a problem since:

a. The natural groundwater in the vicinity of the
North Landfill is generally of poor quality
%:éd,a tlsmerefor)e,"not used for domestic purposes’.

» Po 1

b. Phenols "should be" degraded on site and at
any rate are found in levels "substantially
below the 0.200 mg/1 concentration reported
to be toxic to aquatic life" (C§&S, pp. 1 and 20),

C. Ley Creek is not affected by North Landfill leachate
(C&s, p. 24),

These contentions are challengable on both technical and legal
grounds. While 6 NYCRR Part 703 does contain lesser use categories than
CA, a reclassification of Syracuse Area groundwaters to GSA or GSB is not
forthcoming. Therefore, potable standards apply and the North Landfill’s
dpparent contamination of groundwater by iron, manganese and phenols is

. illegal (360.8(a)(3)) independent of any immediately discernible adverse

effect. Further, if Kantrowitz, 1970 (Plate 1) is correct, the Ley Creek
drainage basin from Onondaga Lake to about two miles eastward is underlain
by an alluvial aquifer of moderate transmissibility (average yield to wells
of S0 to 100 gallons a minute). Most of this unit, including that portion
underlying_the North Landf:.ll,:.s not chaz_'acterizeg.l as beix_zg salty. Thus,

With regard to contentions about phenol degradability, theoretical
arguments are insufficient. My own experience gotten fram groundwater in-
vestigations under the Open Dump Inventory strongly suggests that these
organics are far more persistent in the saturated zone than ordinarily
belisved. Phenols at concentrations of 10 to 20 times the Part 703 Ground-
water Standard were commonly found in contaminant plumes from mixed mmicipal
sites even after several years of transport. Once again, the argument might
be conclusively settled by hard data using an expanded monitoring well network
capable of capturing the distal portions of the North Landfill plume.




With regard to leachate effects or the lack of them on Ley
Creek, scveral points need to bo mentioned:

First, the water colum studies Cg§s,p. 2,
Figure 5.2) performed by the applicant were very
cursory; they included only 10 grab samples from
five sampling points and investigations were can-
fined to a brief period in mid-July. Further, the
sampling network did not contain even ane background
station wholly removed from extraneous landfill
sources (e.g., the abandoned landfill east of the
Crouse-Hinds facility).

Second, the biota and sediments of Ley Creek were
not studied even though these are apt to reflect

chronic pollution mors accurately than the water
column. '

Third, the results of the study, if anything, suggest
Stations 3 through 5, downstream of North Landfill

are enriched in cyanides, iren, and zinc (C § S,

Table S.3). This enrichment is credited (C § S, p. 21)
"...to be the result of the other landfills in the

area," despite the fact that ali five stations are down-
Stream of the '"other landfills",

Because I feelthesm'facewatersmdyis too superficial.toproveanythjng
i one way or the other, I cannot say it shows the North Landfiil is polluting

Ley Creek. Certainly, however, the data does not exonerate the facility
either (see C § S, p. 24).

Perhaps the most disturbing aspect of shallow aquifer pollution at
the Crouse-Hinds facility is that it may be worse than the Teport contends.,
Because of the shallow screening of. the monitoring wells (see also Item A),
most of the shallow aquifer was neaver sampled; the alluvial aquifer on the
other hand, which is (Kantrowitz, 1970, plate 1) below the less per-
meable material and which is very likely in hydraulic contact with Ley Creek,
has been ignored entirely. Fully as significant, baseline testing of ground-
water at North Landfill was confined (C &S, Table 5.2) to a five-week interval
in mid-Summer when leachate inputs to the subsurface could be expected to be
minimal (Fenn et al, 197S). Had testing spanned the seascnal cycle, so as to
include peak recharge periods in mid-Autumn and Spring,additional aguifer
deterioration may have been detected.
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Indeed, Crouse-Hinds waste has the capability to release toxic
constituents to the subsurface. Lead concentrations in cupola air pollu-
tion dust (C § S, Table 4.4) can be as high as 1720 mg/kg (ppm) with
cadmium concentrations peaking at 24 ppm. Chromium levels in the
four major components of the Company's waste range from 52 to 270 ppm.
Nor are these toxic metals necessarily bound. Extraction procedure (EP)
toxicity tests on grab and composite samples (C § S, Table 4.5) demonstrate
that cadmium (waste core sand) and lcud (cupola air polluticn dust) were
released in levels exceeding both New York State Groundwater Standards
(6 NYCRR Part 703) and RCRA Criteria levels (40 CFR Part 257.3-4). More .
disturbing, actual samples of North Landfill leachate (Calocerinos and
Spina to Crouse-Hinds Company, 11/3/80; Samples 2677 and 2679) confirm
that cadmium (0.02 mg/1l, Sample 2677) » _chromium (0.40 mg/1, Sample 2679)
and lead (0.14 mg/l1 and 1.0 mg/l, Samples 2677 and 2679, respectively) do
lea.ch_from the landfill at levels equalling or ing thcse pemitted

The floodplains issue, the poor characterization of the landfill's. hydro- )
geology and surface water impact, andthe lack of substantive information

' OR operaticns, contingency, and closure are additional impediments.

Based upon the submittal before me, I feel the question per se is
not whether to grant the variances sought by the applicant - which appear

precluded under 360.1(e) (2) (ii - iii) - but whether the application in its
current form-is viable at alf.

Itmstthesecmmnem;sareusefultoy'ou.

1. Branagh, C. to O'Toole, D. Crouse-Hinds, 360 Permit Application. New York

Conservation Interoffice Memorandum frem
Region 7 to Bureau of Mmicipal Waste dated December 17, 1981.

2. Calocerinos and Spina. Application for Pemmit to Operate a Solid Waste
Management Facility for Non-Hazardous Wastes, Crouse-Hinds Campany,
Syracuse, New York. Engineering Report and Plan of Operation.
Consultant Report dated October, 1981 Presented to New York State
Cepartment of Environmental Conservaticn. .
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INTRODUCTION C_//O;,/ Sy

Comments by Calocerinos & Spina /'/“Vué/ "}M"j
On Mr. Dennis Wolterding's Letter of 1/15/82 to Mr. Sastry

MC%W 'LB

The comments are broken down into three separate areas: Gr/ ,Zky,;a j7'7z{g

B. Areas where more information is currently available

A. Areas where substantial agreement is stipulated an 61;74££§74f2’/
C. Areas of apparent disagreement

lo-s 1<
A. Areas where substantial agreement is stipulated

1. Flaooding on Disposal Site

We agree that the landfill should be protected from flooding, innundation
and erosion by Ley Creek. The channel improvements referred to in the
C&S report are complete and flood assessment studies have been performed.
The elevation of the 100 year flood has been detarmined to be 374.5 in
the area of the landfill as shown on the flood insurance maps of the
area. As shown on the attached site plan the landfill is currently
outside the Ley Creek Floodway and will remain so in the future.

To prevent encroachment of floodwaters, we propose that the edge of the
Jandfill closest to Ley Creek be built up to elevation 375 and rip-
rapped. The landfill will then be built up to elevation 381 behind the
berm and sloped away from Ley Creek. Additional drawings will be in-
cluded with the application to reflect the location of the berm.

B. Areas where clarification is needed

1. Additional Drawings

Additional Drawings illustrating the design, operation and closure of the
North Landfill will be submitted if the usefulness of these drawings can
be demonstrated given the nature of wastes disposed and the propased
disposal practices.

2. Contingency Plan

$)

A contingency plan to be substantive must address specific actions to be
taken in the event of some unexpected occurrence. Our report addressed
two such unexpected occurrences (i.e., equipment breakdown and unexpected
levels of contamination of ground andfor surface water). We would be
happy to expand our contingency plan to include any other unexpected
occurences that can reasonably be assumed to apply to the situation.

€. Additional Information Available

1. Additional Boring Information

Attached are copies of a series of borings at the landfill site from a
1973 foundation study. The borings clearly indicate the presence of a
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layer of clay varying from 8.6' to 25.6' in depth lying approximately 19
to 27 feet below the ground surface at that time. It is our contention
that any alluvial aquifer is contained in the moist sand found beneath
that clay layer and that the moisture in the silt layers overlying the
clay layer drains into Ley Creek and/or Onondaga Lake.

The presence of this clay layer beneath the highly permeable peat énd
sand, in our opinion, negates the need to investigate vertical contaminant
%ransport since groundwater flow should be largely horizontal above this
ayer.

A survey of the wells listed in the Kantowitz Report revealed no wells in
the near vicinity of the landfill. However, a well-point dewatering
system is in place at the Ley Creek STP across Ley Creek from the landfill
site. In November 1978, a sample was taken from this system during a
period when the groundwater level was being lowered. The analysis revealed
a minimum TOC value (4 mg/1) and an iron content of 2.2 mg/1. These
dewatering wells points extend into an upper aquifer above the clay layer
and the analysis therefore exhibits that a background level of iron

higher than Class GA Groundwater Standards already exists in the upper

Table 1 presents the six (6) groundwater level readings taken in each of
the three completed wells over a period of six (6) weeks after drilling.
These water level readings, as shown, represent readings taken during a

dry period and after a heavy rainfall. An average elevation was used in

Constituents cited by the State for beihg present in excessive concen-
trations were recently measured. These results, presented in Table 2,
indicate groundwater quality may be better than previously reported.

Backaround Water Quality Information
water bearing layer.
3. Periodic Water Level Measurements
the submittal to project the flow of groundwater.
4, Groundwater Analyses
C. Areas of Apparent Disagreemend
1.

History of Areas Surrounding Crouse-Hinds Landfill

As shown on the attached Landfill Area Plan, the Crouse-Hinds Landfill
comprises 21 acres of land along the original marsh adjacent to Ley
Creek. It is bordered on the Northeast by approximately 100 acres of
land which was the Town of Salina Landfill and which was filled to a
height of 15'-20' with a wide mixture of municipal and industrial refuse.
To the northwest across Ley Creek, the abandoned Ley Creek STP occupies
the western edge of Ley Creek with its accompanying sludge drying. beds
and sludge lagoons. Across Seventh North Street to the southwest, the
entire several hundred acres of former marsh between I-81, Hiawatha
Boulevard and Park Street, has been filled with municipal and industrial
refuse from the City of Syracuse.




Thus,.the relative impact of leachate from 21 acres of foundry sang wcule
seem imperceptable when compared to the impacts of the large amounts of
refuse deposited on adjacent lands. '

2. Puroose of Shallow Samoling Wells

Qur investigations of the impact cn groundwater were purposely restricted
to the uppermost layer of groundwater (CH Leachate) where we hoped to be
able to isolate the effects of the Crouse-Hinds waste from the effects of
the wastes occupying surrounding lands. While deeper and more extensive
well systems would have provided more information, we seriously doubt
that such information cculd be utilized to reveal the extent of any
contamination contributed by Crouse-Hinds alone. By the same token,
while it would be to everyone's benefit to gather extensive in{ormation
on the quantity and quality of underground water to determine the overall
effect of past dumping in the area, it is not reasonable to expect Crouse-
Hinds Company to singlely bear the costs of such an investigation.

It should also be noted that well installation conformed to the procedure
specified in "Solid Waste Management Facility Guidelines". (NYSDEC, May

1981). This publication recommends sampling at the top of the saturated
zone.

3. Compliance with Class GA Potable Groundwater Standards -

While we agree technically that the groundwater beneath the Crouse-Hinds
Landfill and for that matter, the groundwater beneath the adjacent land-
fills as well as every landfill in New York State is classified formally
as potable (Class GA) groundwater, we nevertheless challenge any reasoning
that proports to justify the use of that water for potable purposes. To
allow such use as would needlessly subject the user to a variety of
dangers from low levels of persistent toxics and the cumulative effects
of long-term usage.

While we agree that the axtensive criteria for new landfills are designed
such as to protect the groundwater for potable water supplies, we must
question the wisdom of that level of expenditures in an area where past
dumping practices, in our apinion, preclude any consideration of ground-
water use for potable purposes.

We can not recommend thatdbrauseoﬂinds Company petition for a reclas-
sification of the groundwater beneath their individual landfill site while
the same groundwater underlying adjacent dump sites remains classified

for potable use. Conversely, it would seem to us that the NYSDEC and the
Department of Health with their charge to protect the health and environ-
ment of the state's residents should agressively lead an effort to reclas-
sify all groundwaters beneath existing landfills to a lower classification
and further strictly prohibit the use of such waters for potable purposes.

In the meantime, it is our recommendation that Crouse-Hinds Company
petition for a variance from the specific iron, manganese and phenol
limits in the existing Class GA Groundwater Standards.
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Effect of Leachate on Lev Cresk

Ley Creek, from its mouth at Onondaga Lake to the headwaters of the south
branch travels continuously through an area of former marsh which has
since been reclaimed and now supports an active industrial community. In
almost every instance, the marshland was reclaimed by the dumping of some
form of refuse, either municipal or industrial solid waste or common
construction debris. Thus, as with the groundwater, the evaluation of

the impact of a single industrial landfill on the water quality becomes
nearly impossible.

We do not deny that, in the past, Ley Creek has been grossly polluted,
not only from point and non-point source discharges, but from the leachate
eminating from the materials used to reclaim the adjacent marshland.

While the dredging program carried out in the early 1970's did much to

remove accumulated sediments, stabilize the Creek banks, and improve the
flow characteristics of the Creek, the Creek undoubtedly still exhibits
much evidence of its past polluted condition.

While our analysis of the impact of the Crouse-Hinds Landfill on Ley

Creek was to some degree superficial, it was, in our opinion, sufficient
to conclude that no large impacts were obvious. While the investigations
were limited to one month, they were conducted at two very specific
periods, once during a prolonged dry spell and again following a very
heavy rainfall. There is no point along Ley Creek where the Creek waters
or the sediments are wholly removed from the effects of extraneous landfill
sources, thus any attempt to closely quantify any impacts from the
Crouse-Hinds Landfill would not only be very costly but would very likely
be unsuccessful. ,

Vertical Separation to Groundwater

Based on information presented in our report, we will apply for a variance
from this requirement. To emphasize our conclusions, a 5 foot vertical
separation is intended to-"remove readily decomposable organics and
coliform bacteria to make the 1iquid bacteriologically safe". (U.S. EPA,
SW65Sts, pg. 24). Since leachate from the Crouse-Hinds landfill is predom-
inantly inorganic, this vertical separation is of 1ittle value.

¢f
It should also be emphasized that a 5 foot vertical separation does exist
between the groundwater elevations measured and solid waste currently
disposed. Published information states that the majority of constituents
are leached from foundry waste during the first two years after disposal.
(Foundry Landfill-Leachate from Solid Waste, American Foundrymen's Society,
Research Report, 1978). Our report noted that approximately 5 feet of
foundry waste was deposited between the mid-1950's and 1972. Therefore,
it 1s reasonable to assume that this material is sufficiently clean to
fulfill the vertical separation requirement. '

Toxic Constituents

We maintain tha; the contentions raised by the NYSDEC regarding the toxic
nature of certain wastes disposed in the North.Landfill are not valid.
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However, these conclusions are partially the result of misleading cata

presgnted in Crouse-Hinds' initial submittal, 11/3/80. Analyses referencad

as containing excessive amounts of cadmium, chromium and lead (Sample No.

<4877 and 2673) were performed on unfiltered samples. Subsequent analyses,

<“performed on filtered samples, did not detect these constituents. There-
fore, it can be concluded that particulate matter contained in the ground-
water was the source of these materials.

In addition, we can not agree with the State's interpretation of the
results from the general chemical analyses (Table 4.4) and the E.P.
Toxicity Testing ?Table 4,5) performed on solid waste disposed in the
North Landfill. Regardless of the amount of lead, chromium and cadmium
contained in certain wastes, only the soluble fraction is of concern in
{andfill disposal. The inference that Class GA Groundwater Standards
will be violated as a result of concentrations detected in the E.P.
Toxicity Testing clearly demonstrates the intent of the State to exaggerate
the hazard potential of the North Landfill. This concTusion gives no
credit to the attenuation capacity of the soil beneath the landfill. In
fact the extensive peat stratum underlying this site is ideal for heavy
metal removal. (R. C. Loehr, Land as a Waste Management Alternative, Ann
Harbor, 1976, pg. 209). Groundwater analyses in the second submittal,
which did not detect cadmium and lead, and only trace quantities of
chromium, support this argument.

Summar

In summary, it would seem that the DEC's review of this landfill completely
neglects the fact that the facility is an existing operatien surrounded by and
dwarfed by otner extensive areas of past refuse depositiom. Thus, while many
of the suggestions for further investigations would be perfectly valid for a
new landfill in a pristine area, these same suggestions would seem to be
jmpractical for the real life situation at hand and the additional costs can
not be justified in light of the limited information to be gained.

We must contend on the basis of the work performed that the only adverse
affects. contributed by this landfill are elevated concentrations of ironm,

manganese- and phenol in the uppermost Tayer of groundwiter-beneath the site.

It is our further contention.that ip spite of its classification as (GA)

potable groundwater, this water is not at present and should not, in the
future, be used as a potable water supply source due to its influence by
massive refuse deposition in the area. The elevated concentrations of iron,
manganese and phenol do not impair the use of this water for other legitimate
purposes and we therefore contend that a variance from these specific parameters
in the Class GA Groundwater Standards is entirely justified.
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CEOUSE'HIIVDS COMPANY 3/' Wolt & Seventh North Streats

Post Qffice Box 4999
Syracuse, New York 13221

315/477-7000
Fir
L——-"‘—:ﬁ 13
March 10, 1982 - :
5 ,
U7
24 |
Rp ]
%{V ?
Mg /E’@ }
o¢, Pt Yy
New Yozk State Depart=ant cOr/,P]: £ 952 _
of Zavironmental Conservatien ~& A iy ~
Region 77, Regulatory affai-s "c.',a',- s‘Rng .
20 30x 1169 , T Ei"’v;«.
Coz=land, NY 13045 & <D
"P 7q.
Atta: Mr. Allen Cobura 2 92
P’Qu
vy & My,
#On of dpr::'
Deaxr Yz. Cohuwn: Soligy WW""'
. f’”e
T:e Czcuse-finds Company is withdrawing its applicaticn for a pezmit,
H.Z7.S. D.E.C. Application 3 734=17-0063, to £ill in approximataly
3.6 acras of fresh water wetlands. The application was submittad
€3 April 3, 1981 undexr the requirements of Title 6, Article 2¢ of the

Jlaw Yozk Stats Conservation Rules and Regulations.

This wetlands is past of the 21.02% aczes of tha existing Crouse=~
Zi~de Cozpany north landfill. :

This decision was mace, based on inforration obtained from Messrs. Vaas

a2 Woltezxding of the D.E.C. during a maeting convened on February 23,
1981 by tke Region %7 Environsental Quality Qffice. ‘

. v ;
Very tzuly yqu/ ‘ ..
- G fls
Pat=ick J. o .

. Vice Pres t/Manufacturing

23v/=23 ’

¢e: C. Bzranagh - 4 _
MXS Dept. of Environmental Conservation
Region 7, Zavironzmeatal Quality Office
7481 Henzy Clay Blvd. . -
Livezrpsol, NY 13088
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L astruciiuns L DACk Betore completing 1his apphication. Plcase type or priat clearly in ink. Use separate .
da nd cadiBis 10 provide all requited dat2 and caplanatiuns for which space on the form is inadequale. o . -

F1CLE 5. TITLE 3 (CONTROL OF AQUATIC INSECTS, WEEDS, CR UNDESIRABLE FISH) <
fICLE 15, TITLE 5 (PROTECTION OF WATERS) —_— .
= For the construction, reconstructicn, of regair of a3 DAM or other Impoundment structure,

o For the construction, reconstruction, of repair of any permanent OOCK, pier, or wharf; and any dock, pier, of
anart, Saill on apenwork supports, which has a top surface area of mure than 200 square feet, k -

TICLE 15, Titte 15 (WATER SUPPLY) .
TICLE 2% (FRESHWATER WETLANOS) (7] Pesmit [ Letter of Permission —
CTION 10 (2!VER & HARBOR ACT OF 1899) for structures ana work in navigable waters p( the U. 5. .-
CTION <03 {F2DERAL CLEAN WATER ACT OF 1977) tor disposal of dredged or till material in waters of the u. 5. -

n
2

b, AME CF APPLICANT: Construction Materials Products Division, Crouse-Hinds Company

2am\PPLICANT 15 AZAN (O Individual (O Partnership (5 Association Corporation ] Municipality (O Covernmental Agency

M AME & TITLE OF k J.V .P. -
ﬂ”;CML G A”UCAHONP atrick J.vVassallo,V.P., Corporate Manufactuﬁ,ﬁsﬁe 1:7'1'_-545'.5‘
' BkTRe=T AODRESS - N cmm et o
. 0. 30x —£Q Box 4999 __ post opmice __Syracuse state No¥. zp cope 13221
. NAME & ADCRESS OF OWNER o [ e e - 70
3 T?;‘E& wnlican!s) Crouse-Hinds Company. I . PHONE 477-7000

- S 2O -

LI RIS - - - . . . ‘
TREST ADORESS : - e -
Rp.q .80k Wolf & 7th North SESoqrormcs. : state_ MY zpcopet322)
l 6. WILL PROJECT UTILIZE
: STATE OWNED LANOR-
sllPR0ECT LOCATION: -
‘ a) City or Village of Syracuse NAME OF STREAM OR OTHER WATER BODY:
. (If appropriate; il un-named, show on : Qvyes ENo
' Town of salina mag - See ltem Sh) . ' - A
ﬂ Chunty of Onondaga ) Ley Craek ' )
b Specific project site or area is marked on U.5.G.S. of cquivalent map, attached as ExhibitNo. _ %Y
g PROPCSED USE: X3 Private | 8. PROPOSED STARTING DATE: 9. APPROXIMATE COMPLETION DATE 10. FEEGQF § ENCLOSED
Public ommercia
Caatic O N/A : 1996 - Combined Fee

to be installed; height of dam; size of impoundment; ) S
cazacilies GTITUNISTUWITRT SOUTCUS; oxlent of distribution system; erc.) ..
Existing solid waste management site for the dispésal of no'nnputre.scible,
gncnehaza:dous, non-toxic industrial waste. ' '

PROJECT DESCRISTION: (Feet of rip-rap new channel; cubic yards of material to be removed; draining, dredging,
filling, and location of disposal sites; type of structure

"

ﬂ This zroject will require the following additiona) permits, applications for which are he responsibility of others:
S 9AMm [ DOCK (] STREAM DISTURBANCE (I SPOES/NPDES (T WATER SUPPLY ] PRESHWATER WETLANDS

Herald-Jcurnal/Clinten Square, Syracuse, New York

ﬂ NAME AND ADDRESS OF CPBICIAL NEWSPAPER OF LOCALITY WHERE PROPOSED WORKS ARE LOCATED:

®. 1§ ANY FRITION OF THE ACTIVITY FOR WHICH A PERMIT 1S SOUCHT NOW SECUN O COMPLETE? ves O NO
if “°v2s*, explain in addenda, giving reasons and dates, and show existing work on drawings of m3psS. addenda #1

WOV:OE SEPZRATE LIST OF NAMES, ADORESSES, AND. PHONE NUMBERS QF OWNERS OF PROPERTY AD JOINING THE WORK (“CORPS**
224: TS ONLY). NOTE that the CORPS OF ENGINEERS CANNQT process applications lacking this informaticn. Sea attached page.

16, CERTIFICATION:

| hereBy affirm undar_perfalty of parjury that information provided on this form and all attachments submitted herewith I true to the best

! my tnowledge 1nd belief. Falue siatements made herein are punishable as 3 Class A misdemeanar pursuant to Section 210.43 of the State
Peral Law. As 3 condilion to the issuance of a permit, the agplicant accents full legal responsi il damage, direct o inditect, of
whatever aature, and by whomever sulfered, arising oul of the project described herein and’s to Indemnily and save harmless the Stale
{rom suits, actions, damages and costs of every name and descriptionrasuiting from the said project.

In acdition, Federal Law, 18 U.S.C. Section 1001 nrovides for a fine gf not more tjfan $.10,000 or imprisonment for not more than five
years, ¢ bath, where an applicant knowingiy and willlully lalsilies, cgacCeals,or Covers up 3 material Sact; or knowingly males of uses 2 false,
lictitious or frauduient staterment, | ) - 7 / / / .
= H“T“‘F{ \ l./ . P —
DATR / SIGNATQEB
193 (4/730) ~=SEE REVENRSE SI0E~=

PERPMAIT ADMINISTRATOR

[



Mz. Davié Ponkainen

Crouse-Hinds Corporation

wolfZ & 7th North Street

2. 0. Box 4999

! Svyzacuse, NY 13208

Reference: Preliminary Water Quality Interpretation
of Monitoring Results from Landfill

Z2ar ¥Mr. Ronkainen:

As you requested, we have reviewed the water quality results
from the monitoring wells on your landfill north of Sesventh
North Street. The purvose of this letter is to pra2sent a
orelininary analysis of the data from the water guality re-
! sults. Since only two sets of samples have been taken, our
interpretation of the water quality results may change when
more data is available after future water sampling.

.. v am—— e

The monitoring wells installed in the landfill are sampling )
two different geologic units. Six wells are shallow wells
menitaring water quality in the peat deposit directly beneath
the landfill (W-1l,wW-2,W-3,¥-4A,W-6A and W-8A) (Figure 1l). The
highest concentrations of any contaminants released by the
Zoundry waste should be found in the shallow wells because the
Pe€2t unit is directly beneath the foundry waste. Five moni-

ng wells are sampling a deep sand unit, separated from the
at by between 12 and 32 feet of silt and -clay. . The purpose

the deeper wells is to determine if any contaminants releasel
the Zoundry waste are moving vartically downward into the
r cermeable sand deposit. Wells W-4B,W-S5,17-6B,17=7 § W-33 are
monitoring wells (Figure 1).
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jWater level measurements during December and February in the shallew
;wells indicate that a groundwater divide is found beneath the
j S+se (fFicure 2). The divide coes from W-2 or the east diagzonally
3CT3ss the landfill to W-3. Grouandwater on the south side of
*TAis line flows generally southward toward the southeastern

i Frcperty corner (W-8) while groundwater north of the divide flows
:generally northwestward toward Ley Creek. Thus, wells W-1, -3,
= A¥W=8A and w-8A are all downgradient of the landfill,while W-43 is

N ufgradient of the landfill. WwW-2 is directly beneath foundry waste
T 8G it also is a downgradient well,

y
y

& Matenais Engineering, Goologie & Environmaental Geoscience Services

i
108 ci:ncm. AVENUE, GROTON, NY 13073, 807-898-5881
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Mr.. David Ronkainen . X
Page 2
April 26, 1983

A comparison of water cguality results in the downgradient wells
(W-1, W-2, W-3, W-6A and W-8A) to the uogradient well (W-43)
indicates that the landfill has had an effect on water guality.
Concentrations of iron in W-1 and W-2 were above background
levels both in December and March (see Table 1). Phenol con-
centrations in W-6A and W-3A were also higher than backaround
concentrations during both sampling periods. Manganese concen-
trations were higher than background levels in the December
sampling in W-2 and W-3. 1In addition, results from henzene,
toluene and xylene analysis indicate an effect on water gqiality
from the landfill. The total of the concentrations of beazene,
toluene and xylene (total BTX on Table 1) was higher in W-2
than in the upgradient well for both March and December samples.
W-3 also had a greater benzene, toluene and xylene total *+han
W-4A (upgradient) in December. 1In addition o0il and greas= con-

centrations in W-1 were higher than ia the background well in
March.

Although, all of the downgradient shallow wells have had 2levated
concentrations of at least one parameter during one of the.samoling
periods, there is not one parameter that is consistantly aigher in
the shallow downgradient wells than in the shallow upgradient well.
Moreover, water quality in wells W-1 and W-2 may be effeczed by

the landfill to the north of the Crouse-Hinds property. Therefore,
even though results indicate water quality in the peat unit has
been affected by the landfill, definitive conclusions on the effect
of the landfill on water cuallty in the peat layer are no= possible
from only two sets of sampling data.

Water levels in the deeper wells in December and March indicate a
different potantrometric surface than in the peat laver (Figure 3).
As Figure 3 indicates, there has been a slight change in flow di-
rection in the deeper laver between December and February. In
December the groundwater flow direction was both northward toward
¥W-1 and the northern corner of the landfill and westward toward W-3
while in February the flow was generally westward toward ¥-3 and the
northwastarn corner of the landfill. However, wells W-5 and W-6A
were downgradient of the landfill in both December and February and
W-4B and W-8 were upgradient of the landfill for both sampling
periods. A comparison of results from the downgradient wells

(W=5 and W-6B) and the upgradient wells (W-43 and W-83) does not
indicate any effect from the landfill. The highest concentrations
of phenols, iron and manganese, and highest total conductance, were
found in ¥w-3B which is not downgradient of the landfill.




Mr. David Ronkainen
Page 3
April 26, 1983

The results from the first two sets of water qualitv data indicate
the eifect of the landfill is confined to the cermeable neat and
sand unit overlying the silt and clay. The silt and clav unit
acpears to have restricted the downward movement of contaminants
from the peat and sand into the deewer sand unit. However, addi-
tional monitoring is needed to evaluate the influence of the
landfill north of the Crouse-Hinds landfill on water quality in
the shallow peat laver. Further water quality testing and water
level readings are necessary to corroborate these preliminary con-
clusions and provide sufficient data to design a water quality
sampling program for continued monitoring of the landfill. .

Very truly vours,
THOMSEN ASSOCIATES
~ . .
'/Ka%ng.fz.\hdu - Kex,

Marjory B. Rinaldo-Lee
Hydrogeolagist .

MRL:sdw
Enc.
cc: File
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May 17, 1983

Arthur M. Seanor

Dames & Moore

2996 Belgium Road
Baldwinsville, New York 13027

Re: Preliminary Field Investigations -~ Seventh North Street Site - North
and South Landfills - Town of Syracuse Town of Salina), Onondaga
County, New York '

Dear Mr. Seanor:

The April 4, 1983 letter from Norman H. Nosenchuck, Director, Division of
Solid Waste, New York State Department of Environmental Conservation
(NYSDEC), and subsequent telephone ccnversations with you and Robert P.
McCarty indicates that the information requested in the letter should be
provided to you as the consultant for NYSDEC. Crouse-Hinds division
personnel have gathered information in response’ to the April 4, 1983
information request and answers to the questions (a) through (g) are set
out below on the basis of information available at this time.

~ Question a - A1l generators of waste deposited at the site.

The information obtained indicates that generators of waste
deposited at the two-sites are the following:

1)  South Landfill:

City of Syracuse
Crouse-Hinds

2) North Landfill:
Crouse-Hinds
Question b - Types and quantities of such wastes.

The information obtained Tndicates that the types and quantities 6?
wastes are the following:

~——

COQPER INDUSTRIES. INC.

First City Tower. Sutte 4000, PO. Box 4448
Houston. Texas 77210
(T13) 739-5400

L A



Arthur M. Seanor
Page 2

1) South Landfill:
Type 1. Municipal waste from the City of Syracuse.

Quantity - Approximately 2000 cubic yards per
week (3 to 5 year period)

Type 2. [Industrial waste from Crouse-Hinds
consisting of Foundry mold sand, core sand, wood,
paper, cardboard, fly ash, scrap steel drums,
scrap rods and nails, steel shot, floor
sweepings, speedi-dry, paint scrapings, garbage,
and construction demolition materials.

Quantity - unknown
2) North Landfill:

Type (Mid 1950-1972):
Industrial Waste from Crouse-Hinds of
unknown composition.
Quantity - unknown

Type (1972-1980):
Industrial waste including Foundry sand, floor
sweepings, core butts, metal scrap, used
speedi-dri, metal buffing and polishing residue
scrap lumber, plastics waste, paper, cardboard

and paint scrapings. In addition, zinc hydroxide
sludge was deposited from 1974-1980.

Quantity - approximately 85 cubic yards per day
Type (1980 - Present):

Industrial waste including Foundry sand and core
butts.

Quantity - Approximately 40 cubic yards per day
Question c - Period of time site was operated.
South Landfi1l: 1960 through 1969
North Landfi11: Mid-1950 through Present




| Arthur M. Seanor
Page 3

Question d - Description of site operatiaonal practices.

South Landfill: Site closed in 1969. Controlled access maintained
by locked entrance gate and security checks since 1969.

North Landfill: Controlled access. Daily disposal of waste
material by contracted hauler. Waste leveled and covered by outside

contractor as required. Periodic inspections made by Crouse-Hinds
Personnel

Question e - Descriptior of testing, monitoring or remedial action action
undertaken or planned.

South Landfill:

During mid-1931, professional consultants under contract with
Crouse-Hinds installed three ground-water monitoring wells. Both
ground-water quality analyses on six occasions, and soil analysis to
16.5 feet at each of the three wells were conducted. Analysis was
primarily for heavy metals.- ' '

North Landfill: N

The studies listed below have been conducted by Crouse-Hinds
Facilities Engineering personnel or for Crouse-Hinds by outside
consultant firms:

February 2, 1976 "Solid Waste Disposal Study", by Crouse-Hinds,
Facilities Engineering Department. e

March 5, 1981 "Solid Waste Management Report, North Landfill Site",
by Crouse-Hinds, Facilities Engineering Department.

October 1981 "Application for Permit to Operate a Solid Waste
Management Facility for Non-Hazardous Wastes", by Calocerinos &
Spina Consulting Engineers.

Currently “"North Landfi1l Washout Protection and Monitoring Wells,
Phase [", by Thomsen Associates and Empire Soils Investigators, Inc.
initiated October 1982.

January 6, 1983 "Geotechnical Investigation Washout Protection
Embankment"”, by Thomsen Associates and Empire Soils Investigations,
Inc.
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Arthur M. Seanor
Page ¢

Studies are currently being conducted on the Crouse-Hinds North
Landfill by Thomsen Associates/Empire Soils, supported by the
Calocerinos and Spina State certified laboratory. The goal of the
study is to demonstrate to the satisfaction of the NYSDEC that
leachate from the North Landfill is not adding to the degradation of
the underlying aguafer. The North Landfill is surrounded by
abandoned municipal landfills.

May 13, 1983 "Hazard Ranking Study", by Fred C. Hart Associates,
Inc.

Question f - Description of any known health or environmental problems at
the site.

South Landfill: -
Nore known
North Landfill:

PreIimina}y findings indicate possible presence of phenols, benzene,
toluene, chloroform.

Questior g - Any other information which may assist NYSDEC or its
consultant evaluate the public health or environmental significance of
the site.

South Landfill: .

A copy of the following study/report is attached.

October 6, 1981 "Evaluation of the South Landfill", by Calocerinos &
Spina Consulting Engineers.

North Landfill:
Copies of the following studies/reports are attached.

March 5, 1981 "Solid Waste Management Report, North Landfill Site",
by Crouse-Hinds, Facilities Engineering Department.

April 3, 1981 "Application for Approval to Operate a Solid Yaste
Management Facility". :

April 3, 1981 “Application for Variance from 6NYCRR360“.



Arthur M. Seanor
Page 5

April 3, 1981 "Joint Application for Permi<=,
April 3, 1981 "Appendix A".

January 15, 1982 "Memorandum" by Dennis WeTtz2~ding to Cheruvy
Sastry.

January 15, 1982 (After) "Comments by Calecasinos & Spina”.
October 1981 "Application for Permit to Oceraze a Solid Waste
Management Facility for Non-Hazardous Wastas=*, by Calocerincs &
Spina Consulting Engineers.

April 26, 1983 "Preliminary Water Quality I==arpretation of
- Monitoring Results from Landfill" by Thomsas associates

May 13, 1983 "Hazard Ranking Study, by Fre¢ -. Hart Associates, Inc.

Yours very truly,

LA

Eddie E. Scott
Patent and Trademark Counsel

EES/djk -

cc: Norman H. Nosenchuck - NYSDEC

Robert P. McCarty - NYSDEC
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ZAZARCCTS WASTT SISPOSAL SITIS RIICRT Pt
NEW JCRXK STATI DERARTMENT CF ZIVIONMENTAL CINSERTATICN
sda:
Siza Czade: 714004
Name of Sita:_Crouse-Hinds legicn:_7
Councy: Onondaga Town/CLiz7_Svracuse

Scr2ac Addrass NOrtdh and South landfill sites

Stacus of Siza NarTatcive:

Site consists of two landfills, the South is inactive (1960-19€9) while *he
Morth is currently active. The South site received a combination of municipal
and industrial wastes, while the North site was exclusively utilized for in-
dustrial waste.

Type of Site: Opea Dump /[J Treatment Pond(s) 7 Yumber of Ponds :
Landf1ll [T Lagooa(s) =7 Yumber of Lagoons

Stzucture /7
Escimaced Sfze North 21 Acwas
dazardous Wastas Disposed? Confizzed [F Suspaczed [

#yoa and Quanelecy of Hazardous Wascas:

TS QUANTITY (?zunds, drums, csus,
galioas)
Blagtic Wagte 200 1h_ oax dag
Zinc Hydroxids Sludces 80 1lh, =a» Hay
Paint Sc:apjginqs 110 1b. per dav
Poundry, molding sand 72,000 1b. sar day

% Jsa addizional shaees 1 zora space s zeedad.
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CROUSE-HINDS
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October 15, 1985

Mr. Thomas M. Koch

Solid Waste Management Specialist
Bureau of Hazardous Site Control
Division of Solid and Hazardous Waste

New York State Department of Environmental Conservation
Room 223

50 Wolf Road
Albany, New York 12233

Subject: Crouse-Hinds' Landfills, USEPA
Site # NYD980641526 and NYSDEC
Site # 734004

Dear Mr. Kbch:

Please reduce the Hazard Raﬁk'- ystem (HRS

Crouse-Hinds' landfill sites from 1o0. 51 to 0. ™ addition,
please initiate the action“®as ed—ho—remoVe the sites from
New York State's inactive hazardous waste disposal site list.

-cofe for the

When Engineering-=Science, Inc. evaluated the sites for the
NYSDEC in 1983, using the Hazard Ranking System, they scored
the Ground Water Route, Air Route, and Direct Contact work
sheets zero. ~The Surface Water Route work sheet score was
used to calculate the HRS score for the sites.

The consultants used reports, ground water monitoring well
sampling an analysis results, and other data provided by

‘ Crouse-Hinds to score the work sheets. The results used for

the Surface Water Route work sheet were from limited samplings
that had not been confirmed by subsequent sampling and analysis.

The Ley Creek sampling was so limited that it was not possible
to identify the source(s) of the chemical contaminants quanti-
fied by the chemical analysis. The consultant took the position
that the source was the Crouse-Hinds sites and completed the
Surface Water Route work sheet accordingly.

ELECTRICAL CONSTRUCTION MATERIALS

P O Box 4999
Syracuse NY 13221
(3151477.7000



4’.—;,*‘*"3]

Ou¥ober 15, 1985
TR LAGE #2

In 1984 a -comprehensive program of sampling Ley Creek and
its tributary, Bear Trap Creek, was completed. Water and
sediment samples were taken from both creeks in April, a
period of wet weather and high ground water and in August,
a period of dry weather and low ground water.

The sampling program demonstrated that the hazardous con-
taminants listed by the States' consultant on the HRS
Documentation Records for the Surface Water Route; cyanide,
benzene, phenol, and chloroform; were not entering Ley Creek
from the Crouse-Hinds' landfill sites. Therefore the Surface
Water Route work sheet should have been scored 0.

The laboratory results from the creek sampling program
performed in 1984 are included with this letter. Please
review these sampling results and the landfill reports and
monitoring well data which Crouse-Hinds submitted to the
Region #7 Office of the NYSDEC. I have included a list of
the data submitted to Region #7 with this letter.

Wwe believe that you will come to the same conclusions that
we have. The HRS score for the sites should be reduced to
zero. The sites are not inactive hazardous waste disposal
sites and should be removed from the States' inactive haz-
ardous waste disposal sites list.

Please start the delisting process by down grading the sites
to Category 5. They are currently listed as Category 3 sites
by the NYSDEC. ' ,

If you have giestions or need information please telephone me.
My telephone number is (315) 477=5127.

Very truly yours, .
i::z:>‘uw;cé?.2?.(‘;:?05~A§2&»uun_

pavid B. Ronkainen, P.E.
Supervisor of Environmental Affairs

DBR:bz

Enclosures

cc: D. S. Wazenkewitz - Region #7



= CROUSE-HINDS' NORTH LANDFILL

TR . i

SUBMITTED REPORTS AND OTHER DATA

The follo@ing permit applications, landfill studies, and other
data was submitted to the Region #7 Office of the N.Y.S. D.E.C.

10.

11.

"Application for Approval to Operate a Solid Waste
Management Facility", April 3, 1981.

"Application for Variance from 6 NYCRR 360", April 3, 1981.

Calocerinos & Spina Consulting Engineers (1981) "Application
for Permit to Operate a Solid Waste Management Facility for

Non-Hazardous Wastes”, October 1981.

"Comments by Calocerinos & Spina", January 15, 1982.

Crouse-Hinds (1981) Facilities Engineering Dept., "“Solid
Waste Management Report, North Landfill Site", March 5, 1981.

"Joint Application for Permit®, April 3, 1981.

Thomsen Associates & Empire Soils Investigators, Inc. (1982)
"North Landfill Washout Protection and Monitoring Wells,
Phase I", Initiated October 1982.

Thomsen Associates & Empire Soils Investigators (1983)
"Geotechnical Investigation Washout Protection Embankment",
January 6, 1983. :

" Thomsen Associates (1983) "Preliminary Water Quality

Interpretation of Monitoring Results from Landfill”,
April 26, 1983.

Thomsen Associates (1984) "Hydrogeologic Investigation
Crouse-Hinds Landfill Phase II", April 25, 1984.

The 4/4/84 and 8/9/84 Calocerinos & Spina Consulting
Engineers ley Creek/Bear Trap Creek sampling and laboratory
analysis reports.
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LEY CREEK AND BEAR TRAP CREEK

SAMPLING RESULT SUMMARY

. - = g
Wet Weapher Sampling - - 7
pate ~ 474/84

SAMPLE LOCATION

Sample 1

ocatien B - w«t Side of Creek

. LEY CREEK 'BEAR_TRAP CREEK
© Water Sediment Water Sediment
ia .13 1A 18 1A 18 1A 1B
CN 004 {oo4 <04 .04
Phenol 01 (01
~Iron .03 11
Manganese .06 .05
Benzene . (1.
Toluene {1.0 49/’
"Xylene -~ (4.0
CN £004<5.004 <£.04 <.04
Bhenol &O0L  .018
= Iron .06 .1 °
Manganese .06 .06
Benzene <1.0
‘Toluene <1.0 ‘71/(
: IXylene <£4.0
3A 38 33 B 32 38 33 3B
N <.004<. 004 < .04 .06
Phenol .029 <.01
Iron .03 .ol
: {Manganese ‘18 .20
Benzene <1.0
Toluene 4 <1.o ”/1
Xylene T < 3.0
;"3 3 3B aa 3 B B
CN .005 .007 .27 .49
Phenol £.01< .01
Iron .20 .28
Manganese .08 .10
Benzene <1.
Toluene Ye/4
Xylene <4 o
s» 5B SA 3B sA 5B A 5B
cN <.004 .005 <£.04<.04
Phenol <£.01 <.01
Iron 21 .19
Manganese _ .08 .07
Benzene
Toluene ve// 4
xYlene .
sample locations - sese attached sketch.
NOTE: Sampie location A - East Side of Creek
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Dry Weather Sampling

TR TS

LEY CREEK AND BEAR TRAP CREEK

SAMPLING RESULT SUMMARY

=

SAMPLE LOCATION

Date 8/9/84
.LEY CREEK

" Water Sediment

in 1B 1A 1B
CN £.004 004 <L.04 .08
Phenol L0l <£01
Iron .05 .06
Manganese é.OI <01
Benzene 10
Toluene 2.0 ’ﬁ/&
Xylene 0

22 28 22 2B
CN .
Phenol <.004<.004 <.04 < .04
Iron £ .01 £.01
Manganese .04 .03
Benzene é 0l <£.01
“Toluene 10
‘Xylene <10 ‘”ﬁ

< 30

3A 3B 3 3B
CN
Phenol
Iron
‘Manganese
Benzene
Toluene
Xylene

an a8 3 i
CN <.004 <.004 A3 1
Phenol <£.01 .01
Iron .02 .03
Manganese <.01 < .01
Benzene 10
Toluene 10
Xylene < 30

5A 5B , 5A 3B
cN <.004 éom 3.1 <.04
-Phenol .01 .01
Iron .02 .02
Manganese <.01 <.0l
Benzene 1
Toluene 10 ‘rfé
Xylene 30

sample locatio
Sample
Sample
#1  sample location

NOTE:

ns - see attached sketch.
jocation A - East Side of Creeck
location B - West Side of Creak

estimated to be approximately 150 ft. downstresm of storm water

stream confluence with Ley Cresk.

BEAR TRAP CREEK

<004<.004 & 09< .05

wWater
1 18
, 2 28
3A 3B
<.oL <.01
Om 005
<.01 <.00
10
10 77/&
<30
dA @B
SA 5B

Sediment
A 1B
2A 28
3A 3B

e ——— ———
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Environmental

v

LABORATORY

Division of Calocerinos & Spins Consulting Enginasrs s 1020 Soventh Norih Street, Liverpool, MY 13088

Teo: CROUSE HIND3S COMPANY
WOLY & 7TH NCRTH STREETS
SBYRACUSE, NY

Attention:

13221

DAVID RONKAINEN

1315/ 457 6711

Datae: Apzr 264 1984

'*ﬂ*'***ﬂﬁﬂ******ﬂﬁ'ﬂﬁﬂ*-ﬂ*'ﬂ*'*'*.ﬁ**'ﬂ*ﬁﬂﬂ

SAMPLE 01709

LABORATORY ANALYSIS REPORT
paRRaaee e T T 22 X EE R R E R R R BB & B R A A AR B B AR S & R BN

SAMPLE SUMNARY

CLIENT :CROUSE HINDS CONPANY
JGB @ :434.009.00
LOCATION : 1A WATER SANPLE

PRICE CODE :STANDARD

270
410
690
730 -
413501
41562

PARANETER

CYANIDE-T-80L .

PHEINOL-80L
IRON-3OL
NANGANESE-80L
BENZENE
TOLUENE

613503 IYLENES

Note:

RESULTS

<0.004
<0.010
0.63
6.06
<i.
(1.
(4.

DATE RECEIVED : 04/64/04

BATE COLLECTED

0&s04/84
TINE COLLECTED : 1499

HETHOD : CAAB

prpEEppppapeppp s . L L L L T T L L DL L Dl Lol gt d e dd et it it

UNITS

ugl/l
wgl/l
t TYA)
mg/i
vgll
ug/l
ug/l

Analysis pcfformad in accordance with EPA Mathod 602.

All anslyses were oenduveted im sceozdanoe with EPA "Nethods for Chemioal
Analysis ef Vater and Vastes (1983)" ex °Btaadard Metheds (i3th EBdfttien)”

wnless etherwise speoified.



Environmental

'LABORATORY

Division of Calocarinos & Spina Consulting Enginaers e 1020 Seventh North Street. Liverpoc!. NV 13088

Teo: CROVSE HINDS COMPANY Date: Apr 264 1984
WOLF & 7?TH NORTH ATREETS
SYRACUSE, NY 13221

Attantion: DAVID RONKAINEN

pagraparararapae e T E R R EE R RN E R E N B B B EEEEENEEE XN B ERE RN E X
SANPLE 81910

LABORATORY ANALYSIS REPORT
e eIt 2 A 2 2 E N EREREESERESEESEREERSESERSERSRENRN.

SAMPLE SUMMARY

CLIENT :CROUSE HINDS COMPANY DATE RECEIVED : @4/04/8¢
JoB @ :424.009.00 _DATE COLLECTED : 06€/04/84
LOCATION :iA SEDINENT SAMPLE " TINE COLLECTED : 1406
PRICE CODE :STANDARD NTTHOD : GRAB

[ PARANETER RESULTS UNITS
1 PERCENT MOISTURE 64.0 [
363 CYANIDE-T 9.09 g/ kg?

s UBT WEIGCHT

All snalgses were oendsoted in soccordansce with BPA "Nethods (or Chemieal
Analystis ef Water and Vastes (1983)° or "Standard Metheds (13thk Editiom)”

celecs stherwise spaoifiod.
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Environmental

" LABORATORY

Division of Caloceninos & Spina Consulting Enginears « 1020 Saventh Menth Sireet, Liverpool. NY 13088

Te : CROUSE ‘HINDS COMPANY Date: Apt 264 1984
WOLF & 7TH NORTH STREETS
SYRACUSE, NY 13221

Attentien: DAVID RONKAINERN

I EEREEEREEREEEEEESEEEERESEESERSEEEERESEERSEEREREX KNN3
SAHMPLE #1913

LABORATORY ANALYESIS REPORT
PR R EEEEEE R EEEEEEREEEEERESEEREEEEERERSEREEXRXNENXXN;

Bl

SAMPLE 3SUMMARY

CLIENMT :CROUSE HINDBS COMPANY DATE RBCRIVED : 484764704
JOB 9 :43¢.009.00 DATE COLLEECTED : 04/04/84
LOCATION :1B VATER SAMPLE TIKE COLLECTED : 1400
PRICE €ODE :STANDARD NEBTHOD : GRAB

9 PARANEBTER ' RESULTS UNITS

370 CYANEDE-T-SOL ¢0.004 agll

430 PHENOL-80L ¢0.010 mg/l

490 IRON-80L 0.11 “mgll

730 NANGANESE-80L 60.69 mg/!

All snalyees ware eendueted in socerdance with EFA “Netheds for Chemtog!l
Analysis of Vater and Wastes ¢(1733)" er “Standard Methods (23th Editiom)”

wnless etberwise specifiad.
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Environmental

LABORATORY

Division of Calocerinos & Spina Consulting Enginears e 1020 Seventh North Streot. Lverpoo! NY 13088

Ta: CROUSE -HINDS COMPANY Date: Aps 26 31984
WOLF & 7?TH NORTH STREETS
SYRACUBE, NY 132212

Atteantion: DAVID ROMKAINEN

'EEEFEREEREEEEENEEEEEEEEEEEEESEEEEERRESRESENRERENRNE X B X X
SAMPLE 91°12

LABORATORY ANALYSIS REPORT
PR S EEEEEEEE R X EEE SRR E R R R AN RS ERENRSENERSNEZSSESRNEXN NN

SAMPLE SUMMARY

CLIENT :CROUSE HINDS COMPANY BDATE RECBIVED : 04/04/84

JOB ® :424.009.00 DATE COLLECTED : 04/064/84
LOCATION :18 SEDIMENT SANPLE TINE COLLECTED : 1466
PRICE CODE :STANDARD WETHOD : GRAB

o PARAMETER RESULTS UNITS

1 PERCENT MOISTURE $0.4 .

243 CYANIDE-T €0.04 ngllg®

SAr - St

* WET VEBIGHT

All anslyses were conduoted in accerdanee with EPA "NMothodd fer Chemioca!
Analysis ef Water and Wastas (1983)° ot “gtandard NMetheds ¢(13th EBditien)*®
unless otherwise speoitied.
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Environmental

LABORATORY

Division of Calocarinos & Spina Consuking Enginsers o 1020 Saventh North Street. Livarpool. NY 13088

To: CROUSE HINDS COMPANY
8 7TH NORTH BSTREETS

woLPr
SYRACUSE, NY

Atteantton:

s W Mr o W Y S W 3 Y W M W A kW W

ﬁﬂﬂ*aﬂ*t*'*I*ﬂ*ﬁﬁ***-’*ﬁr**

13221

DAVID RONKAINEN

SAMPLE 91913

(315 4576711

Date: Aper 26 1984

LABORATORY ANALYSIES REFORT

SAMPLE SUMMARY

DATE RECEIVED

DATE COLLECTED

TINE COLLECTED :

NETHOD

P L L L L L T Tl el ettt d g

RESULTE  UNITS

€LIENT :CROUSE MINDS COMPANY

Jas ¢ :434.009.00

LOCATION :3A WVATER SAMPLE

PRICE CODE :3TANDARD
) PARAMETER
276 CYANIDE-T-8S0L 40.004
420 . PRENOL-3OL ¢0.010
690 IROK-30L 0.0¢
730 MANGANESE-S0L e.06
418501 BENZENE (1.
61502 TOLUENE 41.
613503 XYLENES q.

Note:

Analysis performed in accordance

All snalyses ware oonducted
Anslysis ef Water and Vastes (19083

onlass othetwise speoliiied.

ng/l
ngl/l
ag/l
mg/t
agll
eg/!l
ug/l

with EPA Method 602.

in sccordance with EPA "NMetheds fer Chemjaal
1% op "Standard Metheds (1Sth EBditienm)”

*’ﬂ‘*'l*'ﬂ****ﬂ*ﬂ**ﬁﬂ*'ﬂﬂ*ﬂ*

MMM AN AW W W NN W

04/04/04
eq/041/84
1330

CRAB

—-essecococoo

7

-



Environmental

LABORATORY

Divi .. of Calacerinas & Spina Consulting Engineers s 1020 Soventh North Stroat, Lrverpool. MY 13088

To: CROUSE HINDS COMPANY Date: Apr 26 1984
WOLF & 7?TH NORTH STREETS
SYRACUSE, NY 13221

Attentton: DAVID RONKAINEN

I EEEEEFEEXEEEEESEENEEEEESEERERESEREEERNEEXE N E N B R X3
SAMPLE #1914

LABORATORY ANALYSIS REPORT
R EREEEEEIZIEEEEERE R EREREEEEER R REE N X N NN NN N E-EN R R

SAMPLE SUMMARY

CLIENT :CROUSE HINDS COMPANY DATE RECEIVED : 04704784
JoB  .424.009.00 DATE COLLECTED : 04/84/84
LOCATION  :3A SEDIMENT SAMPLE TINE COLLECTED : 1330
PRICE CODE :STANDARD ~ WETHGD : GRAB

o PARAMETER RESULTS  UNITS

1 PERCENT HOISTURE 9.4 .

34653 cvgﬁﬁns-y (6.04 Bglkge

* WET WEIGHT

All analysas wero conduoted in Becerdsnce with EPA "Nethods for Chemtoal
RARalysis of Vetar end Wastas (1982)° or "Stsndacd He!hods.(lSQh Bditiomn)®
snlosse othetwise speoified.

® o,
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Environmental

LABORATORY

Division of Calocerinos & Spina Consulting Enginears e 1020 Saventh North Streot. Lverpool. NY 13088

Te: CROUSE ‘HINDS COMPANY Bate: Apr 24 1984
WOLF & 7TH NORTH STREETS
SYRACUSE, NY i3221

Atteantion: DAVID RONKAINEN

S o e T oot e ot W % s DR WY A YT S O W O SN DT WP W SY DN S W O A S S O O £X BY oY W O WY O AT W v W
SANPLE 01913

LABORATORY ANALYSIS REPORT
P W Ve W ¥y e St W W S e T Ne S Gt WP S WY Wr ¢ S W Ye st s o W W S M 3 W By W O I W W O ok Sk v sk Y

BAHMPLE SUMMARY

CLIENT :CROUSE HINDS COMPANY BATE RECRIVED : 04/04/704

JoB 9 :934.009.00 DATE COLLECTED : 064/84/34
LOCATION :38 WATER SAMPLE - TINE COLLECTED : 1348
PRICE COBE :STANDARD METHOD : GRAB

’ FARAHETER - RESULTS UNITS

370 CYANIDE-T-80L 0.004 wgll

420 PHENOL-S0L 0.018  mg/l

690 IRON-SOL 9.10 ag/t

730 MANGANESE-S0L 0.06 mgll

All snalyees were oonducted i{n sceordance with BPA "Metihods for Chomioal
Analysis of Watez and Wastes (1783)° or “gStandard Methods (15th Bdition)®

onless othezwise speocitied.



Environmental

' LABORATORY

Division of Calocsrinos & Spina Consulting Engineers o 1020 Seventh North Streot, Lrverpool NY 13088

To: CROVUSE ‘HINDS COMPANY Datae: Apr 24 1984
WOLF & 7TH NORTH STREETS
BYRACUBE, NY 132212

Attention: DAVID RONXAINEN

TR EEEEEEEEEEEEEEEREEEREEESSEEEERENEEREEREEREERSSEXE X
SANPLE 01914

LABORATORY ANALYSIS REPORT
I EEEEEZZEEREEEEEEEEEEESEEEEE SRR EREEREEREREREREERSE R R B BN

SAMNPLE SUMNARY

CLIENT :CROUSE HINDS COMPANY DATE RECRIVED : 04/04/84
JOoB @ :434.009.00 DATE COLLECTED : 04/04/8¢
LOCATION :28 SEDIMENT SAMPLE TIME COLLECTED : 1343
PRICZ CODE :STANDARD HETHOD : GRAB

e PARAMETER RESULTS UNITS

| " PERCENT MOiSTURE ’1.2 L

2483 CYANIDE-T <0.649 2g/kg®

EXER]

® WET WEIGHT

All snalyses wore conduoted in socordanea with EPA *Methods for Chomical
Analysis of Water and Vastes (1982)" or “Standacd Metheds C13th Bditien)®
onless otherwise spaoified.
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Environmental

LABORA TORY

Division of Calocerinos & Spina Consulting Engineers s 1020 Saventh North Street, Liverpoo, Ny 13088

Tao: CROUSE HINDS COMPANY Date: Apzr 27 1984
WOLF & ?TH NORTH STREETS
SYRACUSE, NY 13221

Attention: DAVID RONKAINEN

o i W S W B P N ST W W W P YT TR UY SR SR N U I I W I U N W S R o W 3 S PR W WY I W W W W W

SAKPLE #1924

LABORATORY ANALYSIS REPORT
PR R R R R RR R R XA A E R R R E R E R B EBEESE R LRSS B

SANPLE SUMMARY

CLIENT :CROUSE NINDS CONPANY DATE RECEIVED : 04/04/84
JoB :424.009.00 DATE COLLECTED : 04/04/84
LOCATION  :3A SOUTH WATER SAMPLE A/“*e! ﬂ( m‘— TINE COLLECTED : 1530
PRICE CODE :STANDARD ## J: . HETHOD : GRAB
SPIKE
’ PARAMETER RESULTS  UNITS DUPLICATE RECOVERY
370 CYANIDE-T-80L (0.008 =g/l
420 FPHENOL-80L 0.029 . wmg/l
690 IRON-SOL 0.02 ug/1
730  MANGANESE-S0L 0.18 mg/l
41501 BENZENE 1. ug/l LT 1. ug/l 103 %
Wyg. 61503 TOLUENE (1. ug/l LT 1. ug/l 101 2
61383 ZXYLENES <q. ug/l LT 4. ug/l 113 2
NOTS:

SANALYS1S PERFORMED IN ACCORDANCE VWITH EPA METHOD 403.

All analyses wers oconduolad in socsordance with BPA "Methods fer Chemiocal
Analysis of Vatez and Wastes (1983)° e *Standacrd Methods (13¢th Fditien)"

unless otherwise ospeaifiad.



Environmental

[[& LABORATORY

(315) 457-6711

Division of Calocerinos & Spina Consulting Engineers ¢ 1020 Saventh North Street. Livarpool, NY 13088

To: CROUSE ‘HINDS COMPANY
WOLF & ?TH NORTH STREETS
SYRACUSE, NY 13221

Attantion: DAVID RONKAINEN

Date: Apr 28 1984

o e W e v W W AP ¥t 3N o AT W WV W T 3 O W I TR P ot O I W W WP IR ST WP W I W IR WX IR O 3 WY I W i e

SAMPLE 91918

LABORATORY ANALYS3IS REPFPORT
e P Ve W Y Yo v e e o W S e W g e S i e W e S R TP W WP TR W W W W T e W W e T W W T R e W

SAMPLE SUMNARY

CLI1ENT :CROUSE MINDS COMPANY
JOoB # :434.009.00
LOCATION :SA SEDIMENT SAMPLE

PRICE CODE :STANDARD

DATE RECEZIVED

DATZ COLLECTED

TINE COLLECTSD :

HETHOD

-

04rs04s84

04764784

13530

GRAB

.--o--o-eou----o-----------o------n-ooaeaaco-o-o----------—--------------.o----n-oncooe

L] PARAMETER RESULTS
1 PERCENT HOISTURE 36.¢
368 CYANIDE-T <0.04¢

§ WET WEIGHT

ng/g®

All snalyscs were oonduoted iR aocerdanee with EPA “Meibhods for Chomieal
Analysis of Water and Wastas (1983)° or "Standard Methods (13th Editien)®

snless otherwise speoified.
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Environmental

[ & LABORATORY

Dwvision of Calocerinos & Spina Consulting Engineers e 1020 Seventh North Street, Livarpool. NY 13088

Te: CROUSE ‘HINDS COMPANY Date: Apr 26 31984
WOLP & 7TH NORTH STREETS
SYRACUSE, NY 132213

Attention: DAVID RONKAINEN

"R A EEEEEREEFESEERERESEREEEEEE R B KA B2 KB R KB B B X B B
SAMPLE #1934

LABORATORY ANALYSIS REPORT
T T IR EEEEREE R E R R E R EEREERE NS REREERENESERSES BB

SAMPLE BUMNARY

_cLIENT :CROUSE HINDS COMPANY DATE RECEIVED : 064/04/84
Jos 9 :424.009.00 wMote: BTX 5@,,../,@_ DATE COLLECTED : 04/04/84¢
B . /
LOCATION  :3p VATER sawpLE M Q”}'M Gom & timE cottkeran : 1343
sides. .
PRICE CODE :STANDARD 8 KgTHOD : GRAD
. PARAMETER® RESULTS  UNITS
376 CYANIDE-T-8OL - 0.004  mg/l
120 PMENOL-30L 0.010  mgsl
690  IRON-8OL 0.01  ..mgll
730 MANCANESE-SOL 0.30 wg/i

All analyses ware econductad in soceréansa with BPA "Netheds fer Chemioa!l
Analysis of Water and Wastes (1783)° ez “Standard Methode (13¢h Bditienm)”®
unless ethezwise specifioed.



(315/ 457 6711

Environmental

YLABORATORY

Division of Calocerinos & Spina Consulting Engineérs e 1020 Seventh North Street. Liverpoa! NY 13088

To: CROUSE -HINDS COMPANY Date: Aps 24 198«

WOLF & 7TH NORTH STREETS
SYRACUSE, NY 13221
Attantion: DAVID RONKAINEN

.‘I**ﬁ***ﬁ*****ﬂ'***ﬂﬂﬂ*'**ﬁﬂ******ﬂ*****."ﬂ*

SAMPLE #1927

LABORATORY ANALYS31IS REPORT
PR T 2 2R E X EE R R KR E N E X B B B R BB B B B A R A B R A A

SANPLE BUMMARY

CLIENT :CROUSE MINDS COMPANY DATE RECBIVED : 04/04/84
JoB ¢ :424.009.00 : DATE COLLECTSD : 64/04/84
LOCATION : 38 SEDIMENT SANPLE TIKE COLLECTED : 1343
PRICE €ODE :STANBARD A NETHOD : GRAB

] PARANETER RESULTS  UNITS

1 PERCENT MOISTURE 35.3 Y

269 CYANIDE-T 0.06 mg/kg*
er ., ..,

s WET WEIGHT

All analyses were conduocted in secordance with EPA “Methods feor Chemioal
Asalysis of Waterz and Hastes (§983)° et f’Stnudnd Methods (13th Beéitien’®

unless otharwige epecified.



Environmental

LABORATORY

Divigsion of Calocerinos & Spina Consuling Enginears e« 1020 Seventh North Stroat. Liverpool. NY 13088

Te: CROUSE HINDS COMPANY Date: May 01 1984
WOLF & ‘727TH NORTH STREETS
S8YRACUSE, NY 13221

Attantion: DAVID RONKAINEN
e R R R R R R R E R R B X EEEEEEREEEEESEREEREESENESERSR

SAMPLE 01901

LABORATORY ANALYSIS REPORT
Yo W Y ve W N o Pr Sy v e e W e W s T 3 W TR W W W W W T M W W R S e e W M W i TR W W R W W

SAMPLE SUMMARY

CLIBNT :CROUSE HINDS COMPANY DATE RECEIVED : 04/04/84
Jos ¢ :629,.009.00 DATE COLLECTED : 04/04/394
LOCATION :4A WATER SAMPLE ' TINE COLLECTED : 1230
PRICE CODE :STANDARD METHOD : GRAB

) FARAMETER RESULTS  VUNITS

170 CYANIDE-T-80L . 0.005 __ ag/l

420  PMENOL-SOC ~ __ ¢0.010 =g/l

690 - IRON-80L — 0.2 L (=t )

" 730  MAKGANESE-80L - ~ 0,08~ .. mEIrTZ

61501 BENZENE iy LS T ug/l

61303 TOLUENE .. ___ . R SO 1 2 I

61303 RYLENES ST 4. __ ugll T

T oA - — N N s TR

NOTE:

SANALYSIS PERFORMED IN ACCORDANCE WITH EPA NETHOD 403.

All analyses wers conducted in seeordanee with EPA "Methode for Chemteal
Analysis of Valar andé Wastas (1902)° ot "Standagd Methods (iSth Editien)”
unless ethorwise spesified.
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(3151857 6711

Environmental

[ & LABORATORY

Division of Calocerinos & Spina Consulting Engineers o 1020 Sevonth North Streat. Liverpool, NY 13088

To: CROVUSE HiNDS COMPANY Date: Apr 26 1984
WOLF & '7THK NORTH STREETS
SYRACUSE, NY 132212

Attention: DAVID RONXAINEN

- ~

.*ﬁ*ﬁﬂ.-*****ﬂ***ﬂﬂ*’l‘**'ﬂ**ﬂ***ﬂ***.*ﬂﬂ**ﬁﬂ**

SAMPLE €1900

LABORATORY ANALYSIS REPORT

**it*.ﬂ*ﬁﬁ**ﬁﬁﬂ******Qﬁtﬁ‘.ﬁw*'ﬂﬁ*ﬂ**.ﬂ'-ﬂ'*ﬂrﬁ_

—

SAMPLE SUHMARY

DATE RECEBIVED : 04/04/84

CLIBNT :CROUSE HINDE COMPANY
JOB § :43¢.009.00 . - DATE COLLECTED : 04704/84
LOCATION - :4A SETDINENT SANPLE TINE COLLECTED-: 1238 -
PRICE CODE:~ :STANBARD - ) Ty ,ﬂSIROD : GRAB
Aﬁt;“o PARAHETIER —_ RESULTS ggxrs
t PBRC&NT HD!STG;;~‘ 36.; .i o N
L s CYANIDE-T - - 0.37  wmglRet — ..
2 YET VWEIGHT- - SEa L T -

1 AN N T L ) - a

votad in aceordanoce wiih BPA “Nethoeds {ecv Chemisal

All aBalyses were oond
)* or “Standacé Nethods (i13th Bditien)”

Analysis of Water and Vastes (1983
unless otherwise speeificd.

P =




Environmental

[ & LABORATORY

Division of Calocarinos & Spina Consulting Engineers e 1020 Sovonth North Street. Lrvarpool. NY 13088

To: CROUSE. ‘HINDS COMPANY Datae: May 81 1934
WOLF & 7TH NORTH STREETS
SYRACUSE ., NY 13221

Attention: DAVID RONKAINENM

M o e Y W SN A W B W Y I W X Wy T o o TAr P o W SN W S I O S S O W W A O O O I W W 3 I o e
SAMPLE #1902

LABORATORY ANALYSIS REPORT
P W S Fr Nz Ve Ye e R T W e ok At e W W T W Ve W N W W R R W W W AT W e W W e e e e W

SAMPLE SUMMARY

CLIENT :CROUSE HINDS COMPANY DATE RECEIVED : 04/06/84
JoB ¢ 1424.609.00 DATE COLLECTED : 04/04/864
LOCATIOK :4B WATER SAMPLE - TIME COLLECTED : 1348
PRICE CODE :STANDARD ~ NMETHOD : GRAB

. PARAMETER - RESULTS  UNITS

270  CYANIDE-T-80L T T 6.00? =g/l

430 PHENOL-SOL ¢0.010 ng/l

690 IRON-50L -t 0.38 - mgll

730 MANGANESE-SOL 0.19 mg/1

EAeega

All analyses were sonducted in accordamoa with EPA "Metheds fez Chemical
Analysis of Watar and Vastes (1783)° or “Standard Metheds (13ih Bdition)"

uniess etherwise spaaified.
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(3151 457.6711

Environimental

[&S LABORATORY

Division of Calocerinas & Spina Consulting Engineers o 1020 Seventh North Street. Liverpool. NY 13088

Tea: CROUSE ‘HINDS COMPANY Date: Apr 24 1984
WOLF & ?TH MORTH STREETS
BYRACUSE, NY 13221

Attention: DAVID RONKAINEN

ﬂ*ﬁ*****J"*ﬂ*****I*'**ﬁ*'**'*'****ﬂ**ﬂ*ﬁ*ﬁ*ﬂ.’

SAMPLE #1903

LABORATORY ANALYSIS REPORT

ﬂ'ﬁ*****ﬁﬁ******‘ﬁ’*-’ﬁ.*wwﬂ*ﬁ'*'ﬂaﬂ'****ﬂﬁﬂ'ﬁﬂ

SAMPLE SUMMARY

CLIENT :CROUSE MINDS COMPANY DATE RECBIVED : 04704/84

Jos @& 1424.069.00 DATE COLLSCTED : 084/04/84

— PINE COLLECTED : 1343

LOCATION 148 SEDIMENT SAMPLE

= RS

PRICE CODE :STANDARD NETHOB . GRAB
s PARAMETIR RZ3ULTS UNITS
1 PERCENT MOTSTURE ~ 68.3 e i
349 CYANIDE-T 0.430 ng/kg®
_— e . e - TeET L ~mews o
¢ WET VEICHT -
—.‘—-\- . ] - ‘:11 T‘-:ua.’ . <

s sococrdance with EPA sMqethods for Chamjoal

All analyses wero oondusted |
(1983)" oz *=Btandard Methods (15th Bettien)”®

Analysis of Vatex and Vestaes
enless eotherwise specified.

R s e g~ O P TR e A e
=
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Environmental

[ &5 LABORATORY

Division of Cslocerinos & Spina Consulting Enginears e 1020 Seventh North Street Lremool. NY 13088

Ta: CROUSE HINDS COMPANY Cate: Apr 26 1984
WOLF & 7TH NORTH STREETS
SYRACUSE, NY 13221

Attention: DAVID RONKAINEN

PR R R R R R AR R R R EREREREERERENEREERZSENXENR X
SAMPLE #1904

LABORATORY ANALYSIS REPORT
P R R R R R E X R AR E R R R R EREREREERERERENRESESERESSE RN

SAMPLE SUMMARY

CLIENT :CROUSE HINDS COMPANY DATE RECEIVED : 04/04/84
J08 o 1434.009.00 DATZ COLLECTED : 04704786
LOCATION :SA WATER SAMPLE TINE COLLECTED : §143
PRICE CODE :STANDARD HETHOD : GRAB

9 PARANETER RESULTS  UNITS

270 CYANIDG-T-80L — <6.004 ng/l

420 PHENOL-80L €9.010 ng/}

696 IRON-SOL . 0.31 ng/l

738  MANCANESE-SOL - : 0.08— - mg/l -

41501 BENZENE 1. ug/l

61302 TOLUENE 1. ug/1!

61303 XYLENES | A 8. - wg/l -

Note:

Analysis performed in accordance with EPA Method 502.

All snalyses were oonduoted im sooerdance with BPA "Methods for Chemical
Analyecis of Wetar and Vastes (1983)% or "Standard Metheds (13th Eédition)®

unless otherwise specified.



t315) 457 6711

Environmental

LABORATORY

'plvlsion of Calocerinos & Spina Consulting Enginesrs e 1020 Seventh North Street. Liverpool. NY 13088 ‘

To: CROUSE ‘HINDS COMPANY Date: Apr 2¢6 1%84
WOLF & ?TH NORTH STREETS
SYRACUSE . NY 132212

Attention: DAVID RONKAINEN

ﬂ****ﬂ'**ﬂ*Iﬁ****ﬁ*ﬁ*ﬁ*'ﬂ*ﬂ'.*ﬂ'*ﬁ*'ﬁ**ﬂ***ﬁ*

SAHPLE 61903

LABORATORY ANALYSIS REPORT
AR RRANNRRNATFENNANANRTARN AR RAEAREARANARTANRE RN AR

SAMPLE SUMMARY

CLIENT :CROUSE HINDS COMPANY DATE RECRIVED : 04/708/84¢

Joz ® :434.009.00 DATE COLLECTED : 0¢/04/84
LOCATION :SA SEDIMENT SANPLE TINE COLLECTED : 1143
PRICE €ODE :STANDARD NBTHOD : GRAB

) PARAMETER RESULTS  UNITS

8 PERCEBNT MOISTURE $3.9 @

343 CYANIDE-T 0.04 ng/kge

8 WET WBIGHT

All snalyses weso eondeeted in scocordamee with EPA “Mothoeds fer Chemicel
Anclysis of Water and Wastes (19683)" or "3tanderéd Methods (15th Editien)”

unless etherwise spooified.
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Environmental

LABORATORY

Division of Calocaninos & Spina Consulting £nginéers e 1020 Seventh North Street. Livarpool NY 13088

- - = ae

To: CROUSE ‘HINDS COMPANY Date: Apr 24 19284
WOLP & 7TH NORTH STREETS
SYRACUSE, NY 13221

Attention: DAVID RONKAINEN

IR EREEEEREENEEESEEEEE.NEE RS XX 8. B.28 KR KB B XN KRB B X N B
S8AMPLE 81704

LABORATORY ANALYS IS REPORT
EREEEEEEIEIEEEREEEEEEEEEREREREEREESEEEENEERERESRNESZESR B XXX

SAMPLE SUMMARY

CLIENT :CROUSE HINDS COMPANY DATE RECRIVED : 04/068784
JoB & :434.009.00 _ DATE COLLBCTib': ﬂﬂlbﬂlld
LOCATION :SB VATER SAMPLE TINE COLLECTED : 1150
PRICE CODE :STANDARD » HETHOD ' : GRAB

a PARAHETER AC3VLTS  URITS

270 CYANIDE-T-80L ¢.0063 ng/l

20 PHENOL-80L (0.010 wg/il

690 IRON-8OL 6.19 ng/l

730 MANGANESE-G0L 0.0? Tmgll

All analyses wete ocenduoted in acsordanse with EPA °"Methods tor Chemioal
Analysis of Water and Vastes €1983)° or “"3tandard Mellods (13th Editiea)”
unleco otherwtse speoified.



131514576711

Environmental

[ & LABORATORY

Division of Calocerinos & Spina Consulting Engineers o 1020 Saventh North Straet. Liverpool, Ny 13088

e

e SE

Te: CROUSE "HINDS COMPANY Data: Apr 26 1984
WOLPF & 7TH NORTH B8TREETS
SYRACUSE , NY 13221

Attantien: DAVID RONKAINEN

e T R R EEEEEERE B R B B B B B B B B . N B R _E_ R IR
SAMPLE 1907

LABORATORY ANALYSIS REPORT
pagpepara R R R R R R R R R E R R N B R R R B AR R R AR BRI A A AR

SAMPLE SUMMARY

CLIENT :CROUSE HINDS COMPANY DATZ RECEIVED : 04706784
Jos ¢ :424.009.00 | o DATE COLLECTED : 04/0€/84
LOCATION  :58 SEDIMENT SANPLE TINE COLLECTED : 1130
PRICE CODE :STANDARD HETHOD : GRAB

0 PARAMETER RESULTS UNITS

1 PERCENT NOISTURE $9.1 Y

365  CYANIDE-T €6.06  mg/Rg*

» WET WEICHT -a.

“dr

All snalyses were oconduvoted in aecocdanoe with EPA "Netheds for Chemioal
Analysis of Water and Vasteas (1983)" or “Standard Metbede (13th EBditien)"

unless otherwise speoified.



Environmental

LABORATORY

Division of Calocerinos & Spina Consu[ﬁ"g Enginsers ¢ 1020 Seventh North Street. Liverpaos. NV 13088

To: CROUSE HINDS COMPANY Date: Sep US 19849
WOLF ﬁ 7TH NORTH STREETS
SYRACUSE, NY 13221

Attanttion: DAVID RONKAINEN

W oYe W W O W W WP W Y W K W W O W W KR W WY Wy W WY W WP Y W O O R O W W W W W W O WP W W W W

SAMPLE 935172

LABORATORY ANALYSIS REPORT
B R R R R R R R R R e X LEEEREER ERERERE E B X X BN

-
)

SAMPLE SUMMARY

CLIENT :CROUSE HINDS COMPANY ) ) ) DATE RECEIVED - 08/09/94
Jos o :424.007.00 ) : DATE COLLBCTED : 08/09/84
LOCATION :STAIA-LEYCREEXR-WATER TINE CO}LBCle 7 1340
) PRICE CODE :STANDARD METHOD T GRAB
8 PARAMETER RESULTS  UNITS
270 CYANIDE-T-80L (0.004 =g/l
420 PHENOL-80L t0.010 t VI
4920 JRON-S0L .63 =gl
730 MANCANESE-30L t6.03 " mgll
641301 BENZENE ' (10. . ug/l
41502 TOLUENS _ €10. ug/!
41503 XYLENES : (30. ug/l
NGTE:

BTE Sosn - analysed im accordenmce wilh EBPA Netded 603.

All analyses were conducted in sceordance with BPA “Mathods for Chemioal ARalysis of Water
snd Vastee (1783)° or “Standard Methods (13th edition)” unless othorwise speoified

-

o o R



1315: 45726211

Environmental

LABORATORY

Division of Calocarinos & Spina Consulting Enginears o 1020 Sevanth Nosth Stseet. Liverpool MY 13088

e e o

To: CROUSE HINDS COMPANY Date: S2ep 04 1984
WOLF & 7TH NORTH STREETS :
SYRACUSE, NY 13221

Attention: DAVID RONKAINEN

e T E R E R R E E R EE R R R R B BB B E B RSB S B E R R RS R RN
SAMPLE #3282

LABORATORY ANALYS IS REPORT
A W e T AN W T T AW T W W A NN W W W W W W W W W W W R W

SAMPLE SUMMARY

CLIENT : CROUSE HINDS COMPANY DATEZ RECBIVED : 08/09/84
Jos # :429.009.00 DATE COLLBCTED : 08/09/8¢
LOCATION :STAL1A-SEDIMENT TINE COLLECTED : 1340
PRICE CODE :STANDARD _ METHOD : GRAS

) nmﬁ*sa ' RESULTS  UNITS

345 CYANIDE-T (8.04 @ag/kge

@0 T2 Z Moigture .4 L Y

* WET VEIGHT

Al} amalysas wego oonduotad in aceordance with BPA "Mathods for Chem:oal Analysis ot Water

end Vastes (1963)° or “Standard Methods (13t edition)” unless etherwise speairfied
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1315, 4576711

Environmental

[ &5 LABORATORY

Divisian of Calocerinos & Spina Consulting Enginears o 1020 Sevenih Nonn Streel. Livergool NY 13088

To : CROUSE HINDS COMPANY Date: Sep 04 1984
WOLP. & 7TH NORTH STREETS
SBYRACUSE, NY 13321

Attention: DAVID RONKAINEN
PN e P PP R E R E E R E R E-E E RN EEE R & BB R BB EEE SRR

SANPLE #3272

LABORATORY ANALYSIS8S8 REPORT
papaprarare R R EPEE R EE R EREXERSEE S E S EREERER B BB B S B B AR R B R

SANPLE SUMMARY

CLIENT :CROUSE KINDS CONPANY DATE RECEIVED : o08/07v/849
JoB 9 :424.009.060 DATE COLLECTED : 08/09/44
LOCATION :3TA-1B-LEYCREEK-WATRR TINE COLLECTED : 1330
PRICE CODE :STANDARD HETHCD : GRAB

é PARMMETER RESULTS UNITS

370 CYANIDE-T-30L <0.00¢ g/l

20 PHENOL-S0OL (6.6390 ng/l

490 IRON-30L 0.04 mg/l

730 MANGANESE-S0L <6.01 w9/l

All analyses were oenducted in asoordance with BPA "Methods for Chemios) Analysis of Wate:
and Vastes (1983)" or "Standard Matheds (13th editiom)” onless etherwise speoified

- - vane aEDoOman



Environmental

LABORATORY

Division of Calocerinos & Spina Consulting Engineers e 1020 Saventh North Street. Livergool. NY 13088

Te: CROUSE HINDS COMPANY Dae: Sep 04 1984
WOLF & 7TH NORTH STREETS
SYRACUSE, NY 13221

Attention: DAVID RONKAINEN

WA N W R I W W W W R W W W W W W W W W W W N W RN W KT WEN W WA W W W W W W W

SANPLE #5283

LABORATORY ANALYSIS REPORT
R R E T EEEEEZEEEEEEREERREE R R RS R ERSERESREENRSNESESESEERR,

SAMPLE SUMMARY

CLIENT :CROUSE HINDS COMPANY DATE RECBIVED : 08/09/8¢
Jos ¢ :424.009.00 . o DATE COLLECTED : Q8/8v/8¢
LOCATION :8ThA-1B-LEYCREEK-SBOIHNENT TINE COLLECTED : 1330
PRICE €ODE :STANDARD . ' MBTHOD : GRAB
® PARAMETER RESULTS UNITS
348 CYANIDE-T 0.08 ag/kge
480 TS 2 Moisture 46.3 ]

* UET VEIGKT

All snalyses were oconduetad in aecerdance with EPA “Hethods for Chomioal]l Analysis of Vater
and Vastes (1983)° or °Standerd Kethods (13th oditien)” wanless stRerwise specitied
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Environmental

'LABORATORY

¥ Division of Calocerinos & Spina Consulting Enginears e« 1020 Sevanth North Street. Liveraool. NY 13088

Te: CROUSE HINDS COMPANY Date: 8ep 0SS 1984
WOLF' 8§ 7TH NMORTH STREETS
BYRACUSE, NY 13221

Attantion: DAVID RONKAINEN
ttww*ua**wﬂnwgta**twﬁ**nntwuaswas&aawuanswww

SAMPLE #527¢

LABORATORY ANALYSIS REPORT
e T P E R EEXE R EREEEE R EEE R R BB RN R B A RES R B BB BB S S

SAMPLE SUMMARY

CLIENT :CROUSE HINDS COMPANY DATZ RECRIVED : 08/09/84
JoB ¢ :424.009.00 T ' DATE COLLECTED : #08/09/84
LOCATION :8TASA-LEYCREEX-WATER TIME COLLECTED . 1300
PRICE CODE :STANDARD , METHOD :  GRAB
) PARANETER RESULTS UNITS

170 CYANIDE-T-S0L (6.004 ng!/l

410 PKENOL-8GL . (0.0160 mg/l

490 IRON-SOL 8.04 ng/!

736 MANGANESE-SOL . 0.01 ng/l

41508 BENZIENE {10. ug/}

61302 TOLUENE (16. ag/l

41563 XYLENES €30. ug/l

NOTE:

BTZ Bosan - amalysed in accerdance with EFA Methed 403,

All analyses waze oonéusted im accerdanoe with EPA "Netheds for Chesieal Analysis of Water
sand WVastes (1983)" or “"Standard Methods (19th editlion)” uvnless otherwise speoified

KXW DEVIenas - r



1315 457 6711

Environmental

[&5LABORATORY

Division of Calocerinos & Spina Consuiting Enginaers e 1020 Seventh North Streat. Liverpool. NY 13088

To: CROUSE MINDS COMPANY Data: Sep 04 1784
WOLF. & 7?TH NORTH S8TREETS
SBYRACUSE, NY 13221

Attention: DAVID RONKAINEN

.ﬂ'"ﬂﬁt.**‘*.’ﬂ*ﬁ"Q*‘.*"ﬁ""."*"*'.ﬁwﬁwr*

SAMPLE #3284

LABORATORY ANALYSIS REPORT
e rarapeaegr g I N F R A E E R E R B B B B B R B S B B B A S A

SAMPLE SUNMARY

CL 1ENT :CAOUSE HINDS COMPANY DATE RBCBIVED : 088/89/84
Jon ¢ :484.009.00 . ) DATE COLLECTED : 068/69/84
LOCATION :8TA-3A-LBYCREEK-SEDIMENT . TIME COLLBCTED : iaoo
PRICE CODE :STANDARD ] HETHOD : CRAB

L PARAMETER RESBULTS UNITS

343 CYANIDE-T ¢0.08 ng/kg?

80 T8 % Moisture 65.17 ®

* YET WRIGHT

All smalyses waore condueted in sccerdanee with EPA "Mathods for Chemieal Analysio ol Water
aad Wastes (1983)° or ~Standard Metheds (1St aditien)” wnless otherwise spesitied
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(315, 4576211

Environmental

'LABORATORY

' Division of Calocerinos & Spina Consutting Enginears o 1020 Seventh Narth Strect. Liverpool NY 13088

To: CROUSE HINDS COMPANY Date: Sep 04 1v84q
WOLF. & 7?TH NORTH STREETS
SYRACUSE, NY 13221

Attention: DAVID RONKAINEN

e R R EE R R R EE B B R A B B B A A A R B R il e
SAMPLE 833735

LABORATORY ANALYSIS REPORT
e T IETEEEE R R E R R R R B R A R R R R R Al e B fi il M il

SAMPLE SUMMARY

CLIENT :CROUSE HINDS COMPARY DATE RECEIVED : 08/09/84
JOB & :424.607.00 DATE COLLEETED : 08/09/8¢
LOCATION :STA2B-LEYCREEX-VATER TIME COLLEETBO : 131d
PRICE CODE :STANDARD METHOD : GRAB

8 PARAMETER RBSULTE UNITS

4:

a7 CYANIDE-T-SOL <{0.0804 ng/!

430 PHENOL-80L ©¢0.018 ngtl

a8 IRON-80L 0.03 ng/l

730 MANGANESB-SOL (0.01 =g/l

AL} analyses weres conduoted in scoozdance with BPA "Nathods tor Chemicsl Analys:s ef Water

and Wastes (1983)° or “"Stasndard Fetheds (1Sth editien)” unless otheswise spacifled
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1315:457 6711

Environmental

LABORATORY

Division of Calocerinos & Spina Consulting Engineers e 1020 Sevanth North Street. Lrverpool. NY 13088

. s

To: CROUSE RINDS COMPANY Datae: Sep 04 1984
WOLF.& 7TH NORTH STREETS .
SYRACUSE, NY 13221

Attention: DAVID RONKAINEN

A RMHARRARANNRXANNATRNAANRANRTRRNRAXNATXAANAARAANNNRR RN R W
SANFLE 03183

LABORATORY ANALYSIS REPORT
AN RRANANRNRRRRIXXRRANRXANRRRANNRNRNTARNNNERRTTRTR R

SAMPLE SUMMARY

CLIBNT :CROUSE HINDS COMPANY DATE RECBIVED : 088/09/84
JOB ¢ :434.009.00 . DATE COLLECTED : QSIDVIIQ
LOCATION :8TA-28-LEYCREZK-SEDIMENT TINE COLLECTED : 1315
PRICE CODE :STANDARD . ] METHOD : GRAB

e PARAHIT!‘ REBBULTS UNITS

349 CYANIDE-T <8.04 ng/kg?

480 T8 % Moisture 0.8 L]

® YET WBIGHT

ccordenes with EBFA "Metheds {oc Chemioal Analygsis of Watel

A1l analyees were oonduoted in 8
Ketheds (15th edition)” unless ethazwise speocitied

end Vastas (1983)° or “Standard
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1315 4576711

Environmental

SLABORATORY

Division of Calocarinos & Spina Consulting Engineers o 1020 Seventh North Street. Liverpoal NY 13088

Te : CROVUSE HINDS COMPANY Date: Bep 03 1784
WOLF & 7TH NORTH STREETS
SBYRACUSE, NY 13221

Attention: DAVID RONKAINEN

R I EEEEEEEREERE R EN BB E-E B R BB BB BB BB BEREEESESESEES B B B
SANFLE 035176

LABORATORY ANALYSIS REPORT
e T v sr Br S O Y W W W W W T I W R O e W TE R T R T W W SR R i B W W W W W W W W W W

SAMPLE SUMMARY

€LIENT :CROUSE HINDS COMPANY DATE RECEIVED : 08/09%/8¢
JOB @ :426.009.00 ) DATE COLLECTED : 08/0°%/84
LOCATION :STAJA-BEAR TRAP CREEX-WATER TIME COLLECTED : NA
PRICE CODE :STANDARD NETHOD : GRAB

© PARAMETER : RESULTS UNITS

270 CYANIDE-T-80L (0.60¢ ' T

20 PHENOL-BOL (0.010 mgl/l

496 IRON-80L ) 8.0¢ ug/!

730 MANGANESE-30L 0.6 mg/!l

41561 BENZENE - <10. ag/l

641502 TOLUENE ¢<10. ug’l

613503 XYLENES (30. " uvgll

NOTE:

BT Soan - snalysed in secerdance with IPA Nethod 403.

All amalyses were ocenduoted in accosdance with EPR "Hethods for Chemical Amslysis of Walet
and Wastes (1983)° or "Standard Methods (15th editien)” unless otherwise spesifiod



Environmental

» LABORATORY

Division af Calocerinos & Spine Consulting Engineers e 1020 Sevanth North Stroet. Leverpool. NY 13088

To: CROUSE HINDS COMPANY Date: Sep 04 1984
WOLF. & 7TH MORTH STREETS
SYRACUSE, NY 13221

Attention: DAVID RONKAINEN
EEEFEEFEESEFEEAEEEEEESEEEEEEEEREEREEERERERERERENRNESR;

SANPLE 05284

LABORATORY ANALYSIS REPORT
' ZEEEEEREEEREEEREEEESEERESSEEEEEEEESESESERRES RSN

SAMPLE EUHMMARY

CLIENT :CROUSE HINDS COMPANY DATE RECEIVED : 08/09/84
JOB ¢ +424.087.00 . ' DATE COLLECTED : 08:09/84
LOCATIOR :8TA-3A-BEAR TRAPCREEX-SEDINENT TINE COLLECTED : HNA
PRICE CODE :3TANBARD . METHOD ! GRASB

] PARAMBTER RESULTS  UMITE

248 CYANEDE-T 0.09 mg/kg®

480 . T8 T Moisture » 38.9 )

* WET WEBIGHT

All analyses were conduated in asoordance with 3ZPA *Matheds for Chemioal ARnalysis of Water
and Vastias (1983)" or "Standard Nothods (38th edition)” unlass othorwise spectfioad
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13158526711

Environmental

LABORATORY

Division of Calocerinos & Spina Consulting Enginears e« 1020 Sevanth North Streat. Liverpool. NY 13088

To: CROUSE HINDS COMPANY Date: Sep G4 1984
WOLF & 7?TH NORTH STREETS
SYRACUSE, NY 132231

Attention: DAVID RONKAINEN
RRMAARANARNXTRRREAANARRARNTNRYINAARSTRAAARARAAAAATAII AT

SAMPLE €3277

LABORATCRY ANALYSIS REPORT
Fapapaaaepaeae R B R R X E X E R B B X E B B B B B A B R R Rl Bl

SAMPLE SUMMARY

CLIENT :CROUSE MINDE COMPANY : DATE RECEIVED : 08/09/86
JOB ® :436.009.00 ) DATE COLLECTED : 08/09/84
LOCATION :STAIB-BEAR TRAP CREEX-WATER TINE COLLECTED : 3400
PRICE CODE :STANDARD METHOD . GRA®

¢ PARANETER RZSULTS UNITS

270 CYANIDE-T-80L (9.808  mg/l

420 PHENOL-SOL (0.018  mg/1

690 1RON-S0L 0.08 ag/l

73¢ MANGANESE-30L {0.01 ng/l

All amalyses were cenduvoted In aceordanoe with BPA "NHetheds for Chemical Analysis ot Water

and Yastos (1983)" or “Standazé Metheds (13th editien)"” unless otherwise speeifiocd



Environmental

[ S LABORATORY

Division of Calocerinos & Spina Consulting Engineers s 1020 Seventh North Street. Liverpool. NY 13088

To: CROUSE MINDS COMPANY Date: Sep 04 19849
WOLF & 7TH NORTH STREETS
SBYRACUSE, NY 132231

Attention: DAVID RONKAINEN

e W W W W W W N W W W W W W W N W R W W R WA W W WKW W XWX W R W W N
SANPLE #3287

LABORATORY ANALYSIS REPORT
pogrgra g g S X T E R E E R E R E R E R R R AR R AR B R BB R R A S BN

SAMPLE SUMMARY

CLIENT :CROUSE HINDS COMPANY DATE RBCEIVED : 88/09/84
; Jos o 1424.009.80 DATZ COLLECTED : 06/09/84
LOCATION :STA=-38-BEAR TRAPCREEK-SEDIMENT TIMB COLLECTED : 1400
PRICE CODE :STANDARD NBTHOD : GRAB
® PARANETER RESULTZ UNITS
165 CYANIDE-T 0.03 mg/kg?
980 %8s % Molsture 31.4 L 3

* YWET WEIGHT

~>

t

All enalyses weze conduoted (n sococdance with EPA "Methede for Chemseal Amalysis of Watar
and Vastas €(1983)" or "Standazd Methods (13th editiem)” snless otherwiae opecifted




Environmental

[ & LABORATORY

Oivision of Calocerinos & Spina Consulting Engineers e« 1020 Sevents North Streot, trrerpaol. NY 13088

To: CROUSE RINDS COMPANY Date: Sep 04 19734
WOLP. € 7TH NORTH STREETS
BYRACUSE., NY 13221

Attention: DAVID RONKAINEN

HARARNRAXRANRARNRNN TR XN E RN AN N W R W R W NN N W W R W o
SAMPLE #5201

LABORATORY ANALYSIS REPORT
ERAXETRANANNANRNRENTRNNNNRN NN NN ST e s i wr W wow e

SANPLE SUMMARY

CLIENT :CROUSE NINDS COMPANY DATE RECBIVED : 08/09/0¢
JoB @ 1424.009.00 DATB COLLECTED : 68/09/84
LOCATION :STAGA-LBYCREEK-WATEZR TIMR COLLECTED : 111%
PRICE €CODB :STANDARD NETHOD ! GRAB
° PARAMETER RESULTS UNITS DUPLICATE
' 376 CYANIDB-T-30L ¢0.00¢ mg/l
430 PHENOL -80L t6.010 mg/l
- 490 IRON-SOL : 0.02 ‘mg/1
-I 730  MANGANESE-SOL <6.03 ng/!
= 61501 BENZENE (19. ue/1l LT 10. ug/1
- 61302 TOLUENE <10. ug/l LT 10. ug/1l
I 61503 ZXYLBENES €30. ug/l LT 30. ug/1
1
L}
_l Note: :
- BTX Scan - analyzed in accordance with EPA Mathod 602.
I All analyses weca oonduoted in aceerdance with EPA “Methads for Chemioal Analysis of Vater
]

and Wastes (1983)° o "Blomdard Methods (13th edition)® wnless otherwise spesified

I - ae.
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Environmental

'LABORATORY

Division of Calocerinos & Spina Consulting Engineers « 1020 Seventh North Street. Liverpool. NY 13088

To: CROUSE MINDS COMPANY Date: Sep 04 1984
WOLFP & 7TH NORTK STREETS
SYRACUSE, NY 13221

Attention: DAVID RONKAINEN

‘Eﬂ**a'l’**'ﬁ*'ﬂﬂ***'*".*’*ﬁ**ﬂﬂﬁﬂ*.-ﬂ"ﬂﬁ'ﬂﬂ

SANPLE 03188

LABORATCRY ANALYSIS REPORT
g R 2R EE E E E A E R E R R R A E R EEEE R RS SRS AN A AN

SAMPLE SUNMARY

CLIENT :CROUSE HINDS COMPANY DATE RECEIVED : 08/09/84
Jos ¢ :qzq.oov.en«_i' | DATE COLLECTED : es:ﬁvolq
LOCATION :8TA-4A-LBYCREEX-SEDIHENT TIME COLLEBETED : illﬁ
PRICE CODE :STANDARD METHOD : GRABR

9 PARANETER RESULTS UNITS

249 CYANIDEB-T 0.13 ng/kg?

480 ™ % Hnigture q41.3 L

* WET VEIGHT

All analyses were comducied in acee
and Vastes (1563)° er "Stasndacd Nethods (15th oditien)” umless otherwise speociiiad

rdance with EIPA "Nethods for Chemioal Analysts of Water
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Environmental

LABORATORY

I
Teo: CROUAR MINDS COMPANY
WOLF & 7TH NORTH STREBTS
SBYRACUSE, NY 13221

Attention: DAVID RONKAINEN

i315: 457 6711

Division of Calocerinas & Spina Consuliing Engingers « 1020 Saventh North Street. Liverpoal NY 13088

Date: Sep 08 1ve4

W W W R R W XN T MAN NN W W NN W R W W W W W RN W W W R R R W WKW W W e

SANPLE 032378

LABORATORY ANALYSIEZ2 REPORT
YT EE A EEEEEREEE R R EEEENEEREEREEEEREEREESRERS SRS R

SAMPLE BUMMARY

CLIENT :CROUSE MINDS CONPANY
JOoB ¢ :434.609.00
LOCATION :8TAIB-LRYCRREK-VATER

PRICE CODE :STANDARD

DATE RECEIVED

DATE COLLECTED :

TINE COLLEBCTED :

RETHOD

ga/ovrses
ggsov/89
1138

P GRASB

prppEpEp g epepegep= PPt PEPEPERR Y L  TE LL E  L  L D ol Ll Ll R e hnhadad]

8 PARAMBTER RESULTS
370 CYANIDE-T-80L <0.604
930 PHMENOL-8SO0L <0.01Q
490 IRON=-S0L .03
730 MANCANEBSE-8S0L (0.01

URITS

ng/l
g/l
g/l
agl/l

All analyses wero conducted ia sccordance with EPA *Motheds feor Chemieal Analysis of Watar
ané Vestes (1989)° or °Standard Methods (iSth edition)” wnless otherwice speeiftoed
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1315: 45767711

Environmental

[&S LABORATORY

Division of Calocerinos & Spina Consulting Engineers o 1020 Seventh North Sirent. Liverpool NY 13085

To: CROUSBSE NINDS COMPANY Date: Sep 04 1vaa
WOLF & 7?TH NORTH STREETS

SYRACUSE, NY 132212
Attention: DAVID RONKAINEN
ARMAMARNANRRNAARNAARARR NS RARANAARXRAAATRRRTRTTT R RS

SAMPLE #3189

LABORATORY ANALYSIS REPORT
e E E R R EEEEE R A B E B EEE B BB B B B B B A A A A

SANPLE SUNNARY

CLIENT :CROUSE NINDS COMPANY DATE RECEIVED : 08/09/8¢
JOB ¢ .434.009.00 DATE COLLECTED : 08/09/84
LOCATION  :3TA-4B-LEYCREEK-SEDIMENTS TIMB COLLECTED : 1130
PRICE CODE :STANDARD _ METHOD . GRAE

° PARAMETIR ' RESULTS  UNITS

365  CYANIDE-T 0.11 nglkge

€80 T8 I Moisture 3.9 s

¢ WET WEICHT

A1 snalyses were eoenduwated in seoerd
ané Vasiaes (1983)" o7 “Standasd Metheds (13Rh edition)® unless otherwise opecsfiad

ance wilth BPA "NMetheds for Chemicsl Amalysis of Yater
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EnVirOnmental 1315/ 457 6711

[ & LABORATORY

Division of Calocerinos & Spina Consulting Engineers e 1020 Seventh North Street. Liverpool. NY 13088

To: CROUSE HINDS COMPANY Date: Sep 06 1984
WOLF. 8 7TH NORTH STREETS
SYRACUSE, NY 13221

Attention: DAVID RONKAINEN

LR B B R X B E B B R B E B R NS AN N E-E_ B E N B R N E X RN EXEEE XX XK X
SANPLE #3230 :

LABORATORY ANALYSIS REPORT
PR EE R EE EEREEREEXERENXEREREEELERERNERERENEEREEEEERXEZE R X XN

SAMPLE SUMMARY

CLIENT :CROUSE HINDS COMPANY DATE RECBIVED : 08/0v/84¢
JOB @ 1436.009.00 DATE COLLECTED : 08/09/84
LOCATION :2BTASA-LEYCREEK-VATER TIME COLLECTED : 1045
PRICE €OD2 :STANDARD . METHOD : GRAB

9 PARAMETER RE3ULTS UNIiTS DUPLICATE 2 RECOVER

270 CYANIDE-T-80L <e.004 mg/l

420 PHENOL-80L ¢0.010 ng/

490 IRON-3OL 8.03 ®g/!

730 MANGANEBSE-S0L <0.0% ng/l

> 61301 BENIENR . €39 vg/l LT 10.ug/l 72 2

41502 TOLUENE (1e. v/l LT 10.ug/l 72 %

41363 ZYLENES €36. ug/l LT 30.ug/l 72 %
Note:

BTX Scan - anslyzed in accordance with EPA Method 602,

All snalyses ware eenduoted im accordanes with EPA "Metheds for Chemical Analysis of Water
ané Vestes (1933)" of "Standard Mathods (15th editien)” unlese otherwise cpesif1ed

o o . ‘S GED WG ERROY Mmoo



Environmental

LABORATORY

JDiw‘s:bn of Calocerinos & Spina Consulting Engineers e« 1020 Seventh Nonn Sireer Liverpool NY 13088

Te: CROUSE XNINDS COMPANY Date: Sep 04 1¥84
WOLP & 7TH NORTH STREETS
B8YRACUSE, NY 13221

Attention: DAVID RONKAINEN

WRETARNRWRNRNARRNRNRRNNN R NR N E R DTN NN RN NN W R W TN www w
' SANPLE #5290

LABORATORY ANALYSIS REPOCRT
LA R A R EEEEEEEREEEREE R ERE R R I X I I I I g g e o gt ug g v

SAMPLE SUMMARY

CLIENT :CROUSE HINDS CONPANY DATS RECEIVED : 08/09/84¢
Jos o :434.009.00 - - : DATE COLLECTED : 08/09/84¢
LOCATION :8TA-5A-LEYCREER-8EDINENTS TINE €OLLECTED : 3045
PRICE CODE :STANDARD _ METHOD : GRAB

8 PARAMETER  RBSULTS  UNITS

248 CYANIDR-T 3.10 mg/kge

680 TS % Moisture 8S.4¢ [

2 WET VWEIGHT

e ToEng - Ny .

All auly’u- weare oendusted in secordanse with EFA “Nethods (et Chomieal Amalysis of Water
snd Vastes (1903)" o7 "Standard Methods (13th edition)” cnless otherwise spaeesfied
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Environmental

[ & LABORATORY

Division of Calocerinos & Spina Consulting Engingers o 1020 Seventh North Street. Liverpool NY 13088

Te: CROUSE HINDS COMPANY Date: Sep 046 17984
VOLF & 7TH NGRTH SBSTREERTS
SYRACUSE, MY 13221

Attention: DAVID RONXKAINEN
FE E XA B EEEEEEE N E E E E E-E B B B B B 5 R B A B R A B I 2 2 2 2 N A A 2 N 2 2

SANPLE €527°9

LABORATORY ANALYZ2IS8 REPORT
e PP EEEEEEREREEESEEESESEE SR EEERE RS EREERES RS

SAMPLE BUMHARY

CLIENT :CROUSE HINDS COMPANY DATE RECESVED : 08/09/84
Jo8 @ :434.009.00 DATE COLLECTED : 08/09/84
LOCATION - :STASB-LEYCREZX-VATER TINE COLLECTED : 11680
PRICE CODE :STANDARD NETHOD . GRAB

3 PARAMETER RESULTS  UNITS

370  CYANIDE-T-30L 0.00¢  mg/l

420  PHENOL-SOL €0.010  mg/1

690 IRON-S0L G6.92 mg/l

730  MANCANESE-30L c0.01 ne/1

All anelyees were comducteé ix accerdance with 3PR °Mathods foz Chemioal Angliygsis ef Yatar

and Vastee (1983)° oz "Standazd Metlede (13th edition)” wnless otherwise speeitied

o o . - o - 4
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Environmental

[ & LABORATORY

Division of Cséocerinos & Spiné Consulting Engineers o 1020 Seventh North Street. Liverpool. NY 13088

To: CROUSE HINDS COMPANY Date: Sep 04 198¢

WOLF. 8 7TH MORTH STREETS
SYRAGCUSE, NY 13221

Attention: DAVID RONKAINEN
'EEEEEFEEEEEEREESESEEEEESENEREEEEEENRENEESERKERESSE}R X R

SAMPLE 031291

LABORATORY ANALYSIS REPORT
'SR R R EEEAEAEAEEEEEEEEESREREEEEEEREEE R EREEENENERRESRRHEXNX)

SAMPLE SUMMARY

CLIENT :CROUSE HINDS COMPANY A DATE RECEIVED : 00/0%9/84
JoB @ .434.009.00 3, DATS COLLECTED : 08/09/8s
LOCATION :sruesn-nlvcansl-sgﬁintyas g TINE COLLECTED : 1100
PRICE CODE :STANDARD LT _ METHOD . caan

0 PARAMETER ABSULTS  UNSTS

345  CYANIDB-T (0.0¢ mg/kge

480 T8 T Moistura 9.9 %

* WRT WRIGCHT

Al] analyses were eondveied iR 3oeerdance with BFA spetheds foe Chemice! Amalysis of Vater
and Vastes (1983)" or *Standccd Methods (1Sth editien)” ualess otheswise epeeifred



New York State Department of Environmental Conservation

Region 7, Environmental Quality Office
7481 Henry Clay Boulevard
Liverpool, New York 13088

January 8, 1987 Henry G. Willlams
- Commissioner

Mr. Bruce J. Trexler, P.E.

Deputy Commissioner

Onondaga County Department of Transportation
421 Montgomery Street

Syracuse, New York 13202

Dear Mr. Trexler:

Mr. William Egloff of your office contacted me regarding a proposed
extension of Factory Avenue to meet Seventh North Street.

The two routes under consideration are north or south of Ley Creek.
The northern route is envisioned to go over the Salina landfill and
the southern route is envisioned to go over the Crouse Hinds landfill.
Both of these sites are listed as inactive hazardous waste sites with
DEC. The Salina site is listed as an—inactive hazardous waste site
because of PCB wastes that have been deposited there. Unfortunately,
sufficient information does not exist®for the Department to determine
whether the site poses a significant threat to the environment and
what, if any, remediation will be required. The Crouse Hinds site
is listed as an inactive hazardous waste site because of various
industrial wastes being deposited on site and contaminants such as
iron, manganese, and phenols found in the groundwater. This site

has been classified as not presenting-a significant threat to the
public health or environment and action may be deferred.

These two sites will be further evaluated to determine what action,

if any, will be necessary. If remedial action is required, various
alternatives are considered. Landfills such as these generally end

up being encapsulated with an impermeable type cap to prevent further
‘generation of leachate. . At this stage it may be difficult to determine
whether any site remediation will be compatible with a road being

built over these landfills.

I hope the above will be helpful in deciding on your future plans.
I1f you need any additional information, please contact me.

Very truly yours,

LARRY GROSS, P.E.
Regional Solid Waste Engineer

CC: Kevin Kellys”
William Krichbaum
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New York State Dgpénment of Environmental Conservation
Region 7, Environmental Quality Office
7481 Henry Clay Boulevard
Liverpool, NY 13088 517.3" 73 o/
. . . Robert F. Flacke
: ’ Commissioner
September 2, 1980

Mr. Albert O. Halsteazd

Crouse-Hinds Company

P. 0. Box 4999

Syracuse, NY 13221 - T

Re: Landfill Permit

Dear Mr. Halstead:

Enclosed are the necessary forms and explanatory material to apply for a 360
landfill permit and a 36s industrial waste hauler's permit.

1. This is a copy of the 360 landfill regulations including a general
description of the form of applications - page 8.

2. Application form for the landfill operation.

3. Variance form which most applicants use to exempd cheir-opgration from the
requirements of sanitary toilet facilities, drinking water supply, telephone
and heated shelters (see Page 13 of 360 regulations). i

4. Application for an industrial waste hauler's permit which rmst be obtained
if you- intend to haul your own waste.

3. The Eavironmental Assessment Form must be filled Oout to determine if a Draft
Environmental Impact Statement will be required for your 360 gpplication.\

6. These guidelines (sections 1-3) should be'used in Peparing the required
engineering plang and specifications. "~

7. For two or more permit applications the required fee is 80% of the total fees
required or the highest single fee, whichever is greater.

I have also requested a wetland determination for your landfill area. If the

landfill ares is a regulated wetland, a permit will be required for operations in
that wetland. ’

If you have any questions or degire another meeting to go over the application require-
ments, please contact me at 473-8305,

Very tzuly yours, _

LI * P ea, ~ .'. . /'4--'..00‘ -S”
Charles J. Branagh, P.E. 7{73:.?30

Senior Saaitary Engineer

Solid Waste Management - )

ce: Mr. Robere Burdick
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Woit & Seventh North Streets
Post Office Box 4999
Syracuse, New York 13221
o 315/477-7000
CROUSE-HINDS®

CROUSE-HINDS COMPBAN V4 h Electrical Construction Materlals

May 18, 1981

Mr. A. A. Coburne
Regional Permit Administration
New York State Dept. of Environmental

Conservation L
Division of Regulatory Affairs . o
P.O. Box 1169 .
Cortland, New York 13045

Dear Mr. Coburne:

[}

This letter will confifm our conversation of May 15, 1981 relative

to continuing to use our landfill site off Seventh North Street
in the Town of Salina, Onondaga County.

It was stated that we are filling our landfill area by dumping non-
hazardous waste material on top of that portion of the property
which has already been filled, and further that we will not encroach

further upon any freshwater wetlands until such time as a wetlands
permit has been issued to do so. '

Attached is a map of our North Landfill Site, which shows our
landfill area bordered by conrail on the east, Seventh North Street
on the south, and East Plaza property on the north and west extremi-
ties. The total acreage of this site is approximately 21.02 acres.
As indicated on the map, there is a wetlands area of approximately
2.2 acres on the west end of the site and two areas on the east

end of approximately 0.7 acres, and .05 acres of wetlands area
which has not been filled. 1In addition, there is an arpa fifey
(50) feet wide on the east side which has not been, nor is it ever
intended to be, filled - which will be maintained as a drainage
Swale tomaintain the existing drainage through this area. The

balance of this site, or approximately 17 acres has been filled
over many years. -

You stated that you would confirm the fact, in writing, that we
could continue to use this site as long as we did not £ill the

remaining wetlands areas until such time as a permit to operate
has been granted.

If you need any additional information relative to this request,
Please advisa. Thanking you for your promgt response, I remain,

Sincerely yqus

L1 Frig 1
P. J. ‘'vassallo
T. T. Wachob

2 Lucd.

ce:
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New York State Department of Environmental Conservation

MEMORANDUM

TO: Robert Olazagasti (::2&14’£L'
FROM: Carl Hoffman

SUBJECT: C(Crouse-Hinds Landfills (#734004)
DATE: Letter to Tom Koch

- May 15, 1986

The HRS score regarding the above referenced site, when evaluated
without an observed surface water release, is not "0" as the Crouse-Hinds
letter to Tom Koch (dates October 15, 1985) suggested.

Indeed, the Phase I report “observed release" was not conclusive
and should be scored as "0".

The route characteristics aspect of the HRS still yields a respective
_Sm equal to 7.71, even discounting a valid observed release.

Until further investigation reveals otherwise, a HRS score of Sm=7.71
would appear appropriate.

Should you wish to examine the basis of this evaluation further,
I have retained my -notes on file for future reference, and trust this
will be of use to you.

cc: C. Goddard

W. Demick
T. Koch

bcc: C. Hoffman
file

CH:kr

M
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—te . m: g Phensls  Grenider  Mlireiss  Geomse 7oA 7L W W SN | M I
Closs GA Stdn. 6.5-8.8 ooe '0.001 - 0.309 1.0 - - 9.030 ©.200 9.300 6.025 ee 5.
mmgl | 7.4 3 ©.000 . 9.010 - i.e 2.0 <C.004 «.0} e.18 0.02 9.2 «0.6) «2.6)
(dey S | 7.0 4.4 «0.010 0.008 - 4.9 €.0 «0.204 «2.01 1.63 0.4% .62 0.6} .60
3 6.8 ., «0.010 0.609 - 8.0 .0 .004 «3.0t 6.40 5.4 .62 «g:81 .01
/08/8) 1 2.2 " 4,450 «8.010 <9.0M Q.94 3.0 .0 <0.004 <0.0) 0.87 6.08 .02 «0.00 0.03
dry) 2 5.4 2,169 <3.00 0.012 0.05 6.3 2.0 «@.00¢ «0.01 . 0.28 0.19 «5.62 .60 8.09
3 68 60,000 .06 0.011 0.5 4.8 0.0 ¢.s0t «0.0) 0.1 .79 Q.63 .60 8.64
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g. All paressters reporied F]nh ag/} ealess stheruise indicated. ’ ot

Lnrr in sCandord val
(¢ conduxctivity reportad fa ymbasion. S .
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Calocerincs 8 Spina
CONSULTING ENGINREAS

1020 Saventh North Street, Liverpool, NY 12088 . (G119 487-8744

Crouse-Hinds Company
Wolf and Seventh North Streets
Syracuse, New York 13221

Attention: Mr. Ronald Francis

Manager-Facilities Engineering : ST
and Services , o T

Re: Evaluation of the South Landfill
File: 424.006

Gentlemen:

We have completed our investigation of the groundwater quality and the
soil characteristics at the South Landfill. Groundwater beneath the landfill
is of accpetable quality and should not be of concern to Crouse-Hinds Company.
So11 and groundwater analyses indicate that presence of foundry sand, municipai
waste and an isolated pocket of zinc bearing siudge. A1l waste material
appears to be highly stabilized and, therefore, groundwater quality should not
be significantly affected in the future. : ' ' .

Soil Borings

On June 24, 1981, Parratt-Wolf Incorporated installed three groundwater
monitoring wells and performed subsurface-soil investigations. Well locations
are shown in Figure 1. ) ‘

Soi1 samples were collected at 5-foot intervals. Sampling methods, as
described by Parratt-Wolf, are enclosed. The physical and chemical character-
istics of the samples have been determined. _

Soi1 Characteristics - Physical

The attached soil borings indicate three distinct soil strata at the
South Landfili. The uppermost layer consists of fi1l which includes foundry
sand, municipal waste, wood scraps and other inert construction materfals.

This layer is 10-t0-15 feet thick in most locations. An extensive peat stratum,
approximately S-feet thick, underlies this 111 materjal. The bottom layer is
a sandy silt of high compaction. -

As 3 result of the sofl stratification, most groundwater flow occurs in

the peat stratum. Parratt-Wolf estimated the permeability of this Jayer to be

approximately 2.7 x 10-3 cm/sec. (7.74 ft./day). This value conforms to soil
having a moderate to high permeability. Groundwater {s approximately 5-to-10-feet
below the ground surface.

AN EQUAL DPRORTUNITY BVR OYPR



Tl I I B e

R I I .

Crouse-Hinds Company
Page 2
October 6, 1981

The sbil profile at the South Landf{11 is similar to thé North Landfill
with peat and silt underlying sandy foundry waste.

Soi1 Characteristics - Channel

Chemical analyses performed on the 'seil confirm the disposal of foundry
sand and municipal waste. In addition, it is probable that zinc bearing
sludge was disposed near well No. 2. These resuits are given in Tabie 1.

The presence of foundry sand 1s substantiated by the elevated iron content
at samples collected at well Nos. 2 and 3. Chloride, detected at well No. 3,
is most 1ikely leached.from municipal waste. The zinc coptent, determined at
well No. 2, suggests that an isolated pocket of zinc bearing sliudge may have
been deposited at this location. In addition, it is possible that some lead
containing waste, such as paint, may have been deposited near well No. 3.
However, these values are not that abnormal. ) :

.. It should be noted that lead and zinc (zinc hydroxide) are highly insol-
uble in water and should, therefore, remain in the solid phase.

Groundwater Analyses

Groundwater analyses, shown in Table 2, also indicate that foundry sand
and municipal waste have been disposed in the South Landfill. However, a
camparison of this Table to Table 5.2 (Morth Landfill) illustrates that ground-
water {s of higher quality than observed at the North Landfi1i. This indicates
that most constituents have already been leached from the waste materfal and
groundwater quality should continue to improve. S

d
.The presence of founry waste is indicated by the elevated fron content of
groundwater at well Nos. 2 and 3. However, groundwater in this area appears
to already have a natural iron content in excess of Class GA groundwater
standards due to the wetland location. Manganese, which also exceeds Class GA

.groundwater standards, is contributed from both natural sources and foundry

Sm. )

Zinc 13 present in concentrations commonly found in natural groundwater.

Concentrations measured at well No. 2 indicate zinc is not leaching rapidly
from the zinc bearing siudge.

. The presence of municipal waste is supported by the high dissolved solids
content (specific conductivity) of the groundwater. This is attributed to
ceicium, sodium and potassium, which are typically found in leachate from -
municipal waste.. The iow organic content (Total Organic Carbon) demonstrates
that most biodegradable compounds have been removed from municipal waste.
This observation 1s also supported by the low concentrations of nitrates and
cyanides, which are associated with biological activity.
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Crouse-Hinds Company
Page 3
October 6, 1981

~

Another indication that the waste material in the South Landfill is

highly stabilized is the consistency of parameter concentrations during wet
and dry periods.

Finally, constituents to be most concerned about (cyanides, hexavalent
chromium, lead and nickel) are well below Class GA groundwater standards.

Groundwater Flow

Groundwater flow direction and rate are shown on Figure 1. As indicated,
groundwater travels in a westerly direction at an approximate rate of 6 ft./
year. This was determined from water level measurements in the three monitoring
wells and the permeability of the peat stratum.

Summa

In summary, the data resulting from our investigation suggests that the
South Landfi1l is not currently causing any serious environmental problems,
with either the groundwater or the adjacent surface waters in Ley Creek. The
data tends to support the conclusion that many of the contaminants have slowly
leached over the time since the landfill was abandoned and that further leaching
will be at a gradually decreasing rate resulting in gradual improvement in the
quality of the groundwater beneath the site. S

"~ Thank you for this opportunity to be of service.

.Verj truly yours,

-;ymos & SPI
* Frank J. Spina, #.E.

FJS:RJG:dle

Enpiosures




TABLE 1
SOIL ANALYSES! : .-

Boring Location/Depth Czanidesd Nitrate Chioride Cadmium | Chromium-Hex Iron Lead Zinc

Boring No. 1

5.0'- 6.5° <0.04 0.6 . 46.0 <1.0 <0.04 6,700 8.0 24.0
10.0°-11.5° 1.13 - 22,5 74.0 3.0 <0.04 10,500 10.0 §10.0 -
lS.O"lG.so '10‘4 0.5 . 10000 2 o <0.m 497“ . qeo 6100

Boring No. 2

5-0." 6.5' ) <°om . 0.8 23.0 <lo° <00M 32.000 lz.o ZQ’M
1000.-1105' <°'°4 . 004 . 2900 300 co <05°‘ c . 27'500 82'0 19000
15-0"16050 ) 1031 1508 2600 <1.0 <00M 1.220 12.0 2300

Boring MNo. 3

5.0'- 6.5' 0.36 3.8 56.0 21.0 © <0.04 46,000 2.0 600.0

10.0'-11.5" . <0.04 7.6 1100.0 <1.0 <0.04 21,200 130.0 270.0
0 - <0.04 8,200 10.0 34.0

1500."16o5. . 0.75 <004 520000 <1o

. \ C .
1. AV} parameters reported in mg/kg unless otherwise {ndicated. . v .
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N7EFP/A  POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE IDENTIFICATION T \bioocor 128
NOTE: The initial identification of a potential site or incident sheuld not be interpreted as a ﬁndxng of illegal
activity or confirmation that an actual health or environmental theaat exigts. All identified gites will
be assessed under the EPA’s Hazardous Waste Site Eaforcement sad Respdnse System to determine if
8 hazurdous waste problem actually exists. - ~Rree 2 Covvrr (¥ Sile,
A, HTE NAME

. . . |8 BTREET (or other ideniilier) . .-~-_"
CROVSE — Hivds kg’ 1,1.5, Varoway { - -
Co CITY B, STATE g. ZIP COOE F. COUNTY NAME .
Svpracvese n.Y. Onvonwdres -
G. OWNER/OPEZRATOR (it hmown) . ) ’
* Mamg _ |3 TELEPHOHE NuMeEA
“o "Pc OF OWNERENIP (if knows))

D1 reognar 2stare [Jacounry [Ja suMIEIPAL O ravare: e unxnown
l. $ITR DESCRIPTION

NORYY LANPFILL GiTE — CoresVrLy /4 US&'{Z‘Zm}mrw«, &omb@‘rp
Loovre “w e« . — (LOLED Stk /96?[/&',9{.9&)

, MMARY OF POTENTIAL OR RHOWH PROBLEM
| PeAome Wasre do0Les /pay

| 2iwc Hybeaxibes Studees éc)éﬁgjb»y
| PaT ccramiie 110 Bg Iy - -

| Fovadry, MoLdine smp 12 000LRSivis )

| PocoiaLe LencHine 147D Lay CeeEi, Vexps A&zrmwz Mu
‘m ﬁ%ec.s //f'%-a— O Hgm‘m $ memﬁaw

o TSRS i s el SaA T PR R
“ﬂzﬂtb@v‘a Waste Distesat Sivers v New Toer Srwre b lage S e 2o |

' M, PREPARER INFORMA TION
1. NAME . . 8 TELEPHONE BUMAER 3. DATE (Be., doy, & yv.)

Gavrte I3, ‘FA-DAA/ 212 2% - IS76 10/30/26

EPA Porm 207003 ($=80)
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